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NOTE. 

It may seem strange to those who are ignorant how this controversy arosei that I should 
reply to the second letter of Lcrd Shrewsbury without taking any notice of the first, I wish 
such persons to know the fact. The first letter was on a subject totally different from the 
second. It related to miraculous marks appearing on each of two pious women in the Tyrol, 
resembling the wounds our ever adorable Bedeemer received in his aifvful passion. Lord 
Shrewsbury has in that letter given his evidence in favour of the authenticity of these miracles, 
and adduced also the testimony to the same effect, of other respectable persons. It is a mere 
question of fact, depending at present upon human testimony ; a matter of fact which every 
Catholic is of course at liberty to believe or disbelieve according to his own judgment. 

For my own part, I confess I think the evidence quite sufficient to satisfy my mind of the 
reality of these miracles. It seems to me to require something like habitual incredulity, to 
enable a man to resist the evidence of the persons who attest the fact. But still I must say I 
think Lord Shrewsbury much to blame. He ought not to have brought forward these miracles 
before the English public, and left them where they are — the objects of much ribaldry and 
Insult. He is, I must say, having gone so far, bound to go farther; and to have a farther and 
perfectly impartial investigation on the spot. 

What 1 should suggest is this: that he should endeavour to procure two intelligent gentle- 
men from the ** Tractarians" of Oxford, and two others from the " Evangelicals" of Cam- 
bridge. To pay the expenses of their journey ought to be a pleasure to him. Let him lead 
them to the spot, and there with them investigate each case fully. I do believe that the result 
would be favourable to his views. But I really think he ought to have some investigation of 
this kind, as well for the sake of his own character as for that of Catholicity ; though the 
latter cannot suffer by a mistake of his on such a point, even if it be a mistake. 



TO THE EARL OF SHBEWSBUEY, 

&c. &c. 



Mt Lord, 

I lOTD tho Jesuits — I admire the JesuitB^ — 
the gcenieit benefactora tn religiou and to 
Hterature that the world ever saw. There is 
s ghrewd compactness in the way they embody 
oommon sense, Erefltly la be prized. One of 
their maxims is, " Ihat there ii no theologian lo 
iangeraas lo ntigion aa a veef pious fool." 
The Jesuit who uses this phrase, does not 
■ Intend porson&l offence to my individual ; nor, 
Bertaiidy, do 1 1 I nso Uie expreesion, not aa 
a description or de^Knation : but, admitting to 
the fullest extent your lordship's piety, I giie 
it OS a caution. Do, my lord, I implore you. 
beware how you mix up foolishiieas with your 
BnitimentB of deiotioii t 

Bnt whateT Br course yoH shall ptense lota.ke, 
;on have addressed me so often In your pam- 
phlet, and with anch scant courtesy, that yoa 
compel me to reply. My complaints are many, 
but this Is my ^rai, KrieTaiicc. I mi^ht bear 
Other evils, bnt I cannat endore that you shoold 
have loudly onterecl your protest, even "irpoa 
rxligiota grovada," against the abolition of the 
Corn Laws. Yon have, for the flret 
•rrayod Catholidty agiunst a conceBsion 
poor and the starving; you have summoned 
the English Catholics; and you have more 
than inBiiiOflted, even by tho multiplication of 
your titles of honour, a caJI on the Catholics of 
Ireland, to join with you in the suBtaimnent of 
tiiose laws, which have been characterized 
(and r think justly) as '• Ihe pUmia- af the poor 
fir the beiujit of the rich." 

I bitterly deplore that yon should take such 
tt part. I pay the most unfeigned respect 
jour motives ; to your charitable dispoaitii 
to your animated religious fcelit^gs ; but I 
thoTDDifhly convinced that you act moat ' 
wisely— that you stain andtaruish, nnd, Tfoar, 
deeply injure the sacred cause of Cntholldtj. 

The reasons of my conviction are these. For 
the first time in the modem history of Catho- 
licity, are the English Catholics called upon, 
1 as such, to take part in the politioal pravity of 
I supporting taxation, and of transferring the! 
Loluneut from statesmen who have ever heei 
their friends, to public men who — we are gra 
tuitously told — are to be no longer their one 
miea. Tor the tirat time, you introduce politic 
into the »ery sanctuary. And lohat politics 
poUticfl whose frigbtful - ' ■ 



enliance the price of bread to those who have 
■ at little to eatl and to sustain in office the 
irrow-minded haters of CathoUeity—the men 

ho hare trafficked on that hatred, until they 
jobbed on it into power I 

Ton would array the Catholics in this most 
unseemly warfare ; an inglorious warfare even 
if successftU. Not like the Talbots In their 
hatUes of old, you, my lord, with pure inten- 
tions, butalasi with perverted ingenuity, would 
strew your battle field with tlio carcasses of 
starved manufacturers. 

You have indeed placed yourself in a drplo- 
rable position. Because, although it taust be 
admitted by every body who knows any thing 
of you, that you are reasonably free from sordid 
or selfish motives ; yet your posiliou is UuLt of 
a man who contends l^(Biust feeding the poor, 
in order that he may iuireaBe his own means, 
and augment his own rents, and for the accu- 
mulation of his own wealth. But by what 
modes of action, graeious heaven ! By takiug 
from the poor more money for his bread, than 
thai poor person would be otherwise obliged 
to pay for it ! By comiug \i> the table of the 
wretched widow vvitb a smalt fixed income, 
and toiling her and her hungry children that 
before they taato their bread, tJiere must be a 
toll pidd to your lordebip, aud your co-propri- 
etors of the land \ And that the crumbs that 
are greedily devoured upon her table shall be 
fewer in number, lest yotir class should not 
have so much money as at preeetit, toputinto 
your landlord-pocket. 

This, my lord, is the unhappy position in 
which you are placed. I unfeignedly assure 
you, I deplore— I bitterly deplore that so ohari- 
table and benevolent a tuaii as you are, ahould 
haru placed yourself in so unamiable a position. 
But I ought 10 weep more bitterly at the por- 
tion in which you place Cathqhoity ; in which 
got, a mural and religious man, place the faith 
yon profess — the glorious faith of your fathers. 
Catholicity was ever the promoter of every 
species of charity. It allures, by the brightest 
reward, it commimds under the moat awful 
sanction, to feed the hungry, to clothe the 
naked, to visit the prisoner, to assuage the 
sufferings of tho sick. Such are the "good 
works,"' which, (duly performed) are, accor- 
ding to Catholic doctrine, meritorious in ths 
of eternity. 



Yet— in what an altilude Jo yon call upon 
tha Catliolics of Euglaiid to plUL'o tlieiuBclTes ? 
The poor man is sitk frooi the rolntncsB arising 
from Ilia Bcanty food ; and the Enghsh Cfltho- 
licB are Id proclaim, under your lordslilp's 
auspices, that Ids bread sliall be stiil more 
Bcarce to bim ! The operatiro is naked: and 
you call upon the Engliah Catholics to tell him 
that his broad shall be so dear, that all his 
earnings sball Buarcc sufUce for food, and that 
there shall be no residue to purchase clothing ! 
As to imprisonment, your poor-houses ai-i: 
priaons ; and, alas! my lord, you tauiit with 
insult those who, like me, do not relish the iiii- 
priBOnment of a poor-house. As to tbe hungry ; 
why, the gospel precepts are tu he worked out 
in favour uf the hiuigry, by making their food 
as scarce and as dear aa the suffcrlDg multi- 
tude aill endure. 

Had you written and published your pam- 
phlet as a private individual of aneieat family 
and high rank: bad you published it as a 
landlord, or as a peer uf parliameut ; had you 
couQned it to arj/Himmft (such as t&a/ are t) to 
atalistlcs, anch aa they may he ; or to political 
economy, such aa it ought to be; you might, 
my lord — at least I hope and believe you might, 
as far as I am concerned— have indulged your- 
self la aa many insults andinsmuatlons respect- 
ing me Bs you pleased, unscathed and unan- 
HWered. But your truuipet-soonds call Catho- 
licity to hatlle along witli you. 

My complaint ought to be, (and my chief 
complaint ia) that you have sought to array 
Catholicity on the worst side of the worst cause 
that public penman ever supported; that you 
have tbrowo into the scale of the rich and 
the lordly, against the lowly and the poor, that 
inflaeuee nvhleh yonr ancient rank and high 
station, your generous and benevolent private 
oliaraotBT, entitled you to possess among the 
Catholics of England, in order, — you have 
done so in order to induce them to adopt the 
worst part, and to bo solidlous about bad 

This, however, my lord, ia too aacred a 
caose to be abandoned. There ia au awful 
duty to be performed. Ton shall not, my 
lord — you shall not bring Catholicity into 
the ranks of the ungenerous and the sordid. 
YoD may go over yourself. Yuu may be found, 
(alas the day!) among those utLge:iial ranks! 
But Catholicity atill shall elevate her heavenly 
banner in her proper station. Even I — un- 
sifted B3 I am^ — ^will wipe off the stain yoa 
have flung upon her scutcheon i and proulaim 
that Catholicity still is, aa aha ever was — at 
the side of the people; the mitigalor of poverty 
and the comforter of the distressed i the oppo- 
nent of aristocratic seliislmesa; tlie true guar- 
dian of the poor of the Lord. 

See, Great Eail t what a glorious example 
the Catholic fanners of Ireland have sot to 
men in higher station. It has often been said 
that the Irish head is not unfrequentty wrung, 
but that the Xrish heart is always in the right, 



I doubt the former— I know the truth of the 
latter assertion. The Irish Catholic farmers 
did not enter into any minute detaola. They 
knevf fun well by the e^tpericnce of every one 
of them, that the oft repeated allegation that 
Corn Laws increase the rate of wages, was 
totally false ; the wages in Ireland being of the 
lowest. They know that cheap bread does 
not make wages diminish. They— the Irish 
farmers — knew full well, that "nothins can be 
polilicatlff right that ii morally arong." And 
they, with cordial unanimity, supported tha 
aboUsliers of the Corn Laws. My lord, I mean 
not to offend you ; bnt I glory iu the eontraat 
between you and the Irish Catholic farmers. 

Permit me, my lord, to cite my own situUioti 
as a public man, as one of the proofs that vhi- 
dicate Catholicity from the aelflshness of Com 
Law advocacy. I have ever been upon prin- 
ciple, and for reasons of humanity, the decided 
advocate uf the total abolition of the tax upon 
bread. A fixed duly would, in my mind, b8 
nothing more than a lUed injustice; and i(, 
having no other choice, I am found voting for 
tiie Eight shilling duty. It is oidy as a snhstituta 
for the greater and the gambling iniquity of the 
xliding scale; and as an instalment of thatjui- 
tice which cannot be complete, without a total 
abolition of all toll or duty upon human food ; 
whether that tax be imposed to relieve the 
wants of the state, or for tbe more glaringly 
miqnitous purpose otaugmeulmg the wealth of 
the laudlurds. 

Notwithstanding theac my opinions, I am at 
the present moment tbe representative o 
of the largest agricultural communities in Ire- 
land; a significant proof of their comcidente 
in my viewa, and approbation of my opinions. 

If I have been bitterly ashamed of your lord- 
ship'! attempt to rank the CathoUca ou the 
wrong side in thia question, my dissatiafacUon 
does not rest there. I blush deeply at tha 
paucity, and — I am sorry to say it — the shallovr 
sophistry of what you appear to congiJer argn- 
mentsinsupportof the Com Laws. Thegruja 
of wheat in the shape of reason, it is scarcely 
possible to sift ont of the anomalous heaps of 
cbatF, of the same colour and almost in tha 
same quantity, stuffed now in the Icit and now 
in the notes, with which yon have overlaid the 
subject. 

Your principal argument* consists in asking, 
" Why manufactorers of various articles should 
enjoy their protecting duties of from 20 to S 
per cent, aguinat foreign competition, and y< 
the manufacture of corn be left without pro- 
tection?" 

I cannot conceal my surprise that any 
so unfiur— ao replete with mlilaht of facta, 
should emanate from your lordship. Are you 
not aware ? — surely you must know — that our 
manutacCurers export from England and sell ta 
foreign nations, probably to the value of sixty 
millions of pounds Bterling per auuum, uf Ibi ' 

• Pamphlet, p. as. 
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manuAictnrecl goods. That iSj thej nndcraelltlie 
ptople of foreign oountrieB la their own markets 
ID that extant. To talk, therefore, of protection 
for manufactures under such cireamataaces, is 
reallj, my lord, to talk not wisely, The pro- 
tection may be in the stalute book : bnt it is aa 
inaigoifiiiantasif witchcraft were there I Your 
argument thua is destroyed at the fii'st blush. 
There is, however, somclhing worse behind: 
because it is impossible but you must know 
that the petitions of the maiiufBcturorB — the 
rcsoluliooa of great meetings in poiticnliu' 
localitlos, and of delegates from many places, 
OS well Bs (ho uDanimoDs tuce of the Anti- 
Corn Low League, with that exceedingly able 
man, Mr. Cobden, at their head, have, with 
one consent, disclaimed everj' species of fiscal 
protection. This disclalnier of protectioti has 
been made so loudly and so often, that you 
cannot possibly have been ignoraut of it. And 
yet, my lord, you hare thought it fair aud right 
and hoHESt, and, abore all, nligioui I to found 
your reosonlag, involving the interests of mil- 
lions, and, in particular, involving the feeding 
of the hungry poor, upon the basis of an im- 
material fact; and which, even if it were 
material, is totally disctaimed by the manufac- 
turing' intereats, who have called on the 
legislature to abolish equally all niaanfacturing 
u well as agricultural protection. 

The neit thing that resembles argument, is 
r allegation, in substance thus—" that a 

jion — namtly, that a large portion of oiir 

■ ig laad thaald be (Aromn out ofadli- 

Dsfioii, anot the lahourers thereon throurn upon 

(4«(ofDB."— Cp.39)- 

I have stripped this asserlioQ of some of the 

K joctic imagining with which you have sur- 

3- i f. J yijBh — I heartily wish I cou!d 

be common sense. It is not so^ 
I" but it has a atiU greater defect — it is not true ! 
( ITobody assorta— not even the " seotarian 
I ministers" whom jou charge with combination 
1 and agitation — that corn-growing land should 
I be tlirown oat of cultivation. It is not sought 
k for that any land capable of producing corn, 
J .Kith all (he advantegcs of the home market, 
P Jljiould be other than corn-growing land. That 
■-^bich is insisted upon Is widely different, and 

Ci ought to know it. It la insisted that such 
d us now grows com solely by means of an 
L'«(pcoditure, which is prompted and compcii- 
^■Ulei for by the onnaturally high prioe of com 
Uln England created by the Bread Tax, should 
f not har* that stunulaut for the misapplication 
(a purposes, hut should be made to produce 
fcotber artielea of conaumptioa, for which that 
'ind is naturollj adapted. In the healthy atata 
S the agricultural trade, every species of land 
Kyill be made to produce that which it is best 
P.'gnited by nature to produce. There is no 
% danger of a want of consumers for every 
I ;«p«cii!S of agricultural produce. In EngkiuJ 
I .the popiilittion rapidly iutreaaes. Tou never 



will want Consumers of the produce of any 
land cultivated as its nature requires. 

In another pasa^e you bring to the aid of 
exceedingly defective logic, your Catholic and 
Christian f^lh. The passage ia this ;' " That 
■' the prosperity of both classes (the agricoltu- 
" rat and manufacturing) is a reciprocal benefit, 
"cannot be denied; and each ought to look 
" (or support from the other." — Quite true. It 
should not only be fair and just, but redprocal. 
Tour lordship's reciprocity, however, savours 
of what is called a Hibernian quality, and ia 
" a reciprocity all on one tide." You continue : 
" But the idea of sacrificing the whole landed 
" property of the country, to satisfy the mania 
" for conmiercial speculation, is indeed Anli- 
•• Catholic and Jati'Chriitian." 

No less I Anti- Catholic and Anti-Christian. 

For shame, my lord I Oh, for shame I How 
could you comlrine the idea of Catholic Chrla' 
tianity with the selfish, and I regret to say, 
essentially sordid notions that were passing 
through yonr mind, when you wrote that 
phraae ? Sacrifice of landed property, for- 
sooth 1 Answer me — what landed property, 
or what luxury arisiug from your landed pro- 
perty do we ask you to sacrifice? Not any 
term or estate in your lands : not your splen- 
did mansions, or your luiurlam gardens i not 
youn flsh^iea or your graperies : tiot your 
pineries or your pheasant preserves ; not yOQC 
pampered horses Or your atall-fed oxen or 
sheep. Feed and fatten on these, until appetite 
provoked by every variety of delicacy is sati' 
ated, or at least wearied. We reqnice not 
your green crops or turnip heaps ; not your 
hay or your grass. No— not your wheat, nor 
your oats, nor your barley. Send those, as 
our manufacturers do their produce, to every 
comer of tbe globe where you can find buyers, 
send them to tiie home market or the foreign 
market, as bastsuitB your interest or yoor fancy 
or your caprice. Or, if your wantoonesa makes 
you careless, destroy them if you please; or 
oonaumo tliem, cither yourselves or by your 
servants, or even by your pigs and poultry. In 
short, you are free to use or to abuse your 
lands and their produce, at dlacrction or 






Jibes: 



What property of yours, (hen, i 
Seed? I will tell you — and you ought to blush 
that it should be necessary for me to tell you I 
The property of whicli wo demand fyom yon 
the sacrifice, is nothing in the world but " tbe 
privilege to pillage the poorer clnsaes of tbe 
community." What we desire to take away 
from you, is the power which the Com Laws 
iniquitously give yon, to compel the operative 
to pay for yonr corn a larger price than that 
wluoh he could get tbe same article fur else- 
where ; and yet you assume the air of an awful 
theologian, and tell us that to take away that 
power is Anti-Christian and Aati-Catholio. 

• Pp. 3S— sj. 



Th6 We^y lldtileUfii), " tlothed fai purple 
and fine HDen," may credit j'on. He may 
Imagine the Catholic religion >tbb ao good a 
thing for the ariatoccaUc classes, that he ought 
to promnteit. Butthcpoor,Btarvmgmechauic, 
nha, bj reason of jour liir, baa a bUcb or 
bread Ihe less to give to each of ids chiidren, 
vrili deapiae your reasouiog, aJid may, perhaps, 
hate tiiBt form of faith which you obtrude 
between his hungry family aud a full meal. 
Should lie hear your rtal character ; should he 
heiir that you really are, as an indlciduaJ, 
humane and generous, bountiful and good, may 
he not on that very account form a loathing 
t^ainst that religion — in Itself pure aad undc- 
Bled — Tvhich thus seems to sear your con- 
silience, and which malius you — even^uu.' an 
aposlla of fltarvalioo, and a preachor of mono- 
poly? 

I heiieve I hate dow touched upoti all that 
savours of reasoning in your support of the 
Corn-Laws. You have, it is true, mixed up 
many det^ls of tbB statistics of Com and Cur- 
rency. But even !n that mist of flgurea, with 
which you so uselessly sorrouad yourself, the 
natural benevolence of your diBpositlan hreaka 
out. There is not that h:on tenacity about you, 
wldch majlts the Dukes of Buckingham and 
Richmond. You are ready to relax the pres- 
sure upon the working classes ; and tliat poor 
and paltry concession, which some others also 
aro ready to make, for tlie purpose by miti- 
gating harshuess to continue delusion, you, 
from better and purer motives, ore willing to 
concede. Oh ! how I should desire to make 
you perceive, that even the concesaion so 
wrong: from others, hespoaka the foregone 
canclusion, that tlie bread-tax ia in its nature 
too oppressive, to be much longer endured in 
its present form and pressure. 

I do not reply to your statistics ou Cora and 
Currency. I would not take tlie trouble of 
confuting some eoticlusiuns or elucidating some 
mistakes. I leave you the full benefit of 
having them uncommented on and unreplied 
to. Yet I fearlessly assert that even you your- 
self cannot be without soiae coasciousnesa that 
the Corn Laws ure unchristian and oncatholie, 
because they arc unjust and oppressive. The 
matter lies In a narrow compass. 

fi'rrt — The Com Laws operate to prevent 
the workmen Sti manuftictoncs from earning 
wages, inasmuch as they prevent the agrlciJtu- 
ral countries in Europe and America, which 
wont our manufactures, from having a medium 
of exchange whereby they would obt^n these 
manuracturcs. If they were allowed to send 
corn here, they would exchange that corn (or 
exchange the prict of it, wliiuh is tlie same 
thing) for English goods. Thus there would 
he aohleved for England a good with a doable 
aspect. First, it would be good for the Eng llali 
to get an increased quantity of food. Secondly, 
It would be good for the English to sell an in- 
creased quantity of monnfacturea. But you, 
my lord, etand in the midst. Tou will aot let 



come h) ; Ana j^ tlttreby 

prevent the increased quantity of manofacturea 
from going oat. And all this mischief you 
proclaim and snatain, with " rutlgitm " dropping 
from your lips in ahnost every sentence 1 

Secondly — The crowning injusliee of the 
Com Laws consists in tlds: the operative la 
indebted to Providence for the atrength which 
enables him to labour ; and to his own Industry 
for the skill with wliich he applies that strength. 
His property is his labour j composed of two 
elementa, strength and skill. There is not in 
the world a more rightful properlj. His title 
Is infinitely beyoud that derived from the 
caaualdea of modem descent, or the chances of 
ancient plunder. With hia skill and labour he 
has earned money. A limited sum of money it 
must necessarily be. He wants food for his 
austentation and support He comes Into the 
market for food. It would be the greatest 
tyranny and iniq^nity to prevent his buying liiat 
food hi the market. It is a tyranny and an 
Iniquity, les> onig tn drt/rtt, but the same in 
principle, to interpose a tax or other impedi- 
ment, which compels him to purchase a lesser 
quantity than he wants, and than he otherwiaa 
would be able to purchase. The principle Is 
identically the aame; but it would amoont in 
moraia to murder by actual starvation, totally 
to proliibit )iim. Nor does it appear to mo 
that the guilt is mouh mitigated by ttie fact, 
that tliD letter process Is more slow in its ope- 
ration, and does not so immedlateiy 
death; and only anticipates the period of hia 
demise by the more tedious mode of InBuilii' ' 

Ths provision- tax, therefore. Is in iu ne 
most criminal. It is murdarous. Tt is the i 
direct violaOon of the lint principles of justice. 
II isDOl mitigated even by the fact, that inch 
lax is applied to the necessilies of the s 
the malQteiiBiice of the lans, and thus confers 
same beneUt, boverer remote, npoa each indi- 
vidual in that state. The thing is in itself so 
radically oppressive and uiyust, Ihot it i> 
pable of moral mitigation. However, tbii lax, 
though not til be mitigated in ita severity by 
any circumstance, is yet capable of e 
mous aggravation of its criminality. This 
BggiBVBtion arises when the tax is not for the 
bflDcfil of the Btnle or for any public purpose, 
but ■■ B favour and a benellt given to a p" 
ticular ciasB of society ; when it is levied— 
for the expenditure of the government, bnl for 
tho sole profit of a pririieged and insomuch 
a plundering class J when, in short, it is a pro- 
tection to a particular Inlerest. The protected 
person, thus, by the voice of the Corn-law, ad- 
dresses the tvorkman ; "You shall not buy your 
broaklaat, though yon have your own hard 
earned money to buy it with, uutil you have 
first paid mc a heavy tax for Ubettj ti - - 

Bread, my lord, Is at this moment, in 
nambers, at Parts, live pence, — in reality, five 
penso and a fraction, for the loaf. A loaf of 
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the some size, iFeigbt, nod quality, aolts in 
[land tan peiise. Tlie chargea of bringing 
■ from Paris to England the maleriftla to 
I jnolics that loaf, Bould not increase its priae one 
pennv. Thus the English artizan, aiid eTeiy 
Engliflh poor peraon, is defrauded of fourpooce 
<nit nf tas pence in Iho price of hia loaf. And 
that four penile ia the plain and manifest plun- 
der committed bj Iha grower of English wheat, 
under the aanclion and by the authority of the 
Com La", 

I do not meau the least discourteay to Lord 
Shrewsbury, but I cannot qualify raj tenna. 
This is a robbery — the worst spocioB of rob- 
h berj. It ia the robbery of the poorer classes 
'* to eorioh the wealthier. You may talk and 
Trrile about it what yon please — it cannot and 
will not be long endured. 

The English people must not be led by my 
Lord Shrewsbury, or any body else, to bBliefO 
that the CathoUc religion sanctions this rob- 
bery ; or lliBl the groat bulk of the Catholics, 
even of England, are favourable to ihia in- 
justice. Selt-iaterest may delude a great man, 
tore and Iheraj aasociating with other Com 
Xaw plunderers, he may familiarize bis mind 
to the iqiusticei but the Catholic religion Is by 
DO means responsible for bia errors. On the 
contrary, those errors are in direct contradiction 
to the principles of that holy religion— a reli- 
tjon promoUre of all good works, and the io- 
Migalor of every charity. 

Having thns disposed of your vory futile 
attempt, to sustain the bard-bearled iniquity of 
the Corn Laws, I turn with alacrity lo o~' 
topics of your pamphlet. I will first laki 
your solicitation to the Catholics, to forsake the 
Whigs nonr that tbey are defeated, and to 
lu their adhesion lo the Tories now that 
sre in power. You, with mncb tuiiiieti, 
" Why should we follow the fallen fortunes of 
flie Whigsl" Strange cbivaliy, gentle reader, 
for an Earl of ancient fame ! 

You really overra.te your powers of eednc- 
tion, and your capacity to create wboleaala 
deaertion. Even the question of creating poli- 
tical renegades, smacks In your Language — 
jiardou me 1 — of aomBthing like religious pre- 
tension. It would seem thatyou eudeavi 
wake it 3 point of conscience, that tho 
Calholica ifaonld abandon all political grati- 
tude^ forsake tho fallen fortunsi of the Whiga, 
■Dd adopt, with a seirile alacrity, the politics 
of the Tories. 

Here again the Com Lava seem to obtrude ; 
for it is impoarable to discover any other as- 
■ignablo motive for the desertion— in its own 
nature unprincipled — of the friends of your 
earlier political bfe; or foryoor embracing the 
malignant foes of yoar caste and your creed, 
irith a rapidity more remarkable for iti abrupt- 
ness than for its delicacy or decency. 

This, indeed, ia strange. This whirling ra- 
pidly of transition, from the avowed love of 
gradoal amelioration, to the determined resisl- 
■iDce to every salatary diuiee, (for that is 



Toryism) would appear Blmo8lmiiBculons;but 

the political creed, which, in yonr second 

page, you announce, in all the emphaaia of 



That creed may well indeed be called the 
slippery scale of politics. Therois no political 
inicienco that it may not exactly suit It is 
'erything, and it is nothing! Here is your 
magnanimous profesaicm of political faith ; I 
give St BtrhaCim, As a matter of curiosity it 
deserves to be preservedj embalmed amidst the 
lo-meaning absurdities of plausible nothiug- 
less ! You say, *' 1 always wsj, and I hope I 
' alwaya shall be, a Whig j bj which I mean, 
' Bn advocatt for the grealeal potsiile degrte qf 
' civil and Tetiffioui Uberig, and the greaieat pos- 
' aible amoujit b/ reUgioua toleration, coNSiar- 



There it is— < precious document' — a docu- 
ment which tho monster. Emperor Nicholas — 
who, in one of his sanguinary freaka, swept the 
streets of Warsaw of, and bore for ever away, 
the children of Polish mothers ; and in another 
fantastic barbarity, compeUed nearly one mil- 
lion of his subjects to apostatize Aom the 
Catholic religion, — he, even he, might ugn 
this creed together with the Earl of Shrewsbury- 
For he, too, will give oil the dvU liberty, and 
all the religions toleration which he deems 
coniittmt with the initttuCiotu and the condition 
qf his country. There la no tyrant, no bigot, 
who may not cry, amen ! lo your lordship's 
creed, 'rbey are all ready to go every length 
for dvil and religious liberty; provided they 
he allowed to qualify and to limit it to that 
which Uiey deem consistent vrith the inslitii' 
tions, and, above all, with the condidon of the 
coonlry. Sbakspeare says thai your " if" ia a 
great pacificator. Tour " condition" is a great 
neutralizer of all that Is valuable In your lirst 
assertion. If any measure to promote civil 
liberty or religious toleration be asked for, Ihe 
negative reply at once may be, — "IE is not 
consistent with the inslilutioiuot the country — 
the country It not in a colK^ilioft for such a 
change." 

Really, my lord, it is anrprising bow a msD 
of your understanding should give us, with all 
the pride, pomp, and circumstance of typogra- 
phical dignity, such a handle of unmeaning 
words. The efficacy with which they can con- 
tradict each other, renders the words devoid of 
any real meaning. 

Surely, you cannot have forgotten that those 
were the very same cunt phrases, with which 
wo were met and opposed while atmggllng for 
Emancipation. We were met by the bigots 
and oppresaore, then, with the declaration of a 
groat wish to satisfy all his Majesty's subjects 
in thrir domands; buthowcould Emancipation 
consist with the nutitutiom of the country! 
And then — Duly think of the condition of the 
country 1 England was not in a condition to 

• fnmphkl, p, 1, 
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Buffer such a change! Sudi wna thin the crj 
of all our enemiea. And the very topics wilt 
which you qnalify your opinions, would have 
kept the Catholics of both kingdoms in tlital' 
dom for pethapB a century to come, if it had 
not been fur one of us, m; lard — you oi 1 — 1 
give yau tho choice to say which ! 

I cannot however peas without censure one 
aspression in your creed. Nor can I talli ot i 
with sufficient abhorrence, without violating 
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It willing to maintain, towards your lord< 
amp. I allude to tba won) "toleration.' 
Toleration means" perm isaion" — "aulTe ranee.' 
He who claims to he " tolerated" gives up bis 
rigbC of aelf-aasoTlioD. Ho who lallia of ■' tol 
rating,'' aasumes thitt he has the right to refu 
pcnuisBioii. Noir, my lord, 1 rei],uiie the pe 
iniBsion of no man, I dsapiae the toleration 
any man, for my worship of the adorat 
Creator and Redeemer, iu that pure form 
which my conscientious conviction tells r 
that the truth of Ood abides. It is m^ right; 
it U your right; it ia tho right i " 
Cfarislian man [ In Tact, the word 
tion" admits the principle of persecati 
n lalk of tolerating 
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right to persecute, gi' 
up, neceasarity, all title to tolerate. And I, aa 
a Catholic, abhor and repudiate persecotion 
and on behalf of the Catholio body, I rpjeci 
lokration. Insisting on my own rigtal, at mj 
own awful reaponiibility to my Creator and 
Iiord, and to Uim alone, to worahip Eim in 
Iho full aiucerity of conacientioua belief, I 
aasert for every other Christian man pro- 
ciaely the same right at the eame awful 
reaponaibilit}-. 

As I have alroady, I do hope, oleanaed the 
sacred banner of Catholicity from the etain 
which yon had by your bread.tax odvocacj 
dung upon it—so again do I biighlen that 
banner from (he obscuration of your odious 

, bo miaunderatood. 
Tharo is not in this, my aaaertlon of freedom 
of conscience, the alighteat tinge of indifferent 
iim in mailer of religion. On the contrary, 
no man can be more thoroughly convinced than 
I am, that it is impossible for any thing to be 
of ao ranch imporlance as tha truth of the 
Christian Faith i or that nothing can be com. 
parable in magnitude to the apirltual obligation 
upon every body to believe and profess the 
TniiE Failh. But this ia a queltlon between 
man and hit God, The obligation of belief ia 
not to our fellow-man, bat to the Creator of all. 
And tha awful roaponsibility of which I speak, 
relates to an aternify of weal or of woe ; and 
to nothing (hat human government san give or 
lake away. 

From this all-important sulyect, I now de- 
scend to (he ludkrona nature of your piofes- 
den of polilieol failli. It is like a nose of 
VML i it would fie any tace, Or pcrliupa it le- 



semblea more the pledge of an antl-(eetalaler, 
wlio made boast that ho never would again get 
drunk in any man's company, unless he abould 
be a friend, a relation, an acquainlance, or a 
atrangcr. 

It ia, after all, not so much your political no- 
opinions that I arraign. It is the ungenerous 
counsel that yon give (o (ha English Calholica. 
It la, jierTiul rao to add, tho ungenerous ex- 
ample — in speaking to any other man, I would 
call it the paltry example — which you hold 
forth (o the British Catholics. You took your 
place among (he partlsana of the late adminis- 
tralion, so long as they were in office ; so long 
as (hey basked in royal favour, and that tho 
Sovereign had it in her power to continue them 
around her. You were their prosprritji friend. 
But, now that they have fallen into adveraily; 
now that the Queen has been compelled to send 
them back again into the ranks of private life ; 
■(lerial rank. 
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upon them; you— their " iVlend" in l 
season of proaperily — clap up your helm, sail 
in the squadron, and elevate the flag of their 
fortunate enemies, exclaiming, " Why should 
we bind aursclvei to the fallen fortunes of the 
Whigs f" 

This assuredly is not dignified, or generous, 
□I noble. You are disinterested. Bui yet, 
what encouragement doea not your example 
give to (ho seltish, the servile, and even to tha 

Believe rac, it litUe becomes the name of 
Talbot (0 exhibit an un-Catonian specimen of 
preference given to the victorious but morie 
cause; and the abandonment of the heller, 
though defeated party ! 

Judging by your conduct to my humble and 
insignificant self, I should be farced to (he con- 
clusion thai gralilade waa not, in your opinion, 
one of the cardinal virtues; at least, that it 
was not BU English Catholic virtue; but was 
rather a quality dcaening little GB(iraa(ion. I 
ahould, indeed, have feared that this was a 
judgment formed by me in my natural pre- 
judice in my own cause, if I were not irreaJEl- 
ibly compelled to perecivB that ingratitude — 
dark ingratitude — pervades all that portion of 
jour pamphlet which cells on British Catholics 
to desert tho unluckv Whiga, and to join iho 
lucky Tories. 

It is impossible to conceal or to deny (hia 
Ingratitudo. Yea, my Lord, it is, I am aorry 
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discreditable to be endured in silence. 

I man ifiif describe — few men have the 
ability to describe in terms ofsuch glowing 
Eloquence, of bitter grief, and even of agony, 
as lUd you, my lord, describe the oppressive 
degradation and conlnmely which were inflicted 
on you, the premier Earl of England, and upon 
the English Calholica in (heir native land, by 
the iniquitous "penal laws.'' 

Your plaintive cry waa this ; it bewailed the 
following grievBDces : lake Iheia In numerical 



.oi^er, M (he; havo been all ^nce Tedressed. 
Jn 1828 you excl aimed .- — 

~ "A Catholic cannot lit or rnte in (be 
le o( Pecra, and is IhiiB deprived of Ma 
I moat yalnable birthriKlil- 

2. "A Calholio ConinioQer caunot ait or 
yale in the Houee of ComiooDS. 

3. "A embolic freeholder miij' be prevented 
&om YotinK at elections for mpmllera. 

4. " A Catholic cannot Bit in the Tiiyj 
Council. 

5. « He cannot be a Minister of (he Crnir! 

6. " He cannot be a JudgH. 

f. " Hb cannot hold any ofHce in any gpi 
i, equil]', or comoion law court. 
i, " Ha cannot become a King's Counsel. 
). " He cannot hold any office in any of the 
CDTporalinns. 

10. " He cannot marry either a Protestant 
or a Catholic, unless the certmony be performed 
by a pTolsBlant clergyman. 

1 ]. *^ He cannot settla real or perflonat pro- 
perty for tbe nse of his church. 

13. " Nor for (he use of Catholic scbools, nor 
for any other purposes of thoCatbolicioligion." 
You added Ihiscomplaam: — 
" From early youth to the last stage of eiis- 
" tence, we Catholics are doomed to bear about 
" us a painful feeling of inferiority and onde- 
" served reproach."* 

lassage yoQJUEtly complained, 
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n alien is under the pro- 
Mtec^ou of an equal law, whicli we are noL 
"If an alien be a delinqnenC, or a presumed 
** delinquent, he is entitled to a trial by his 
(■peers; and half those peers are hia own 
■ oonntrymen, and of his own religion i whera- 
ff as otir delinquency, imaginary as it is. Is tried 
*■ by men who have no fellow-feeling with ui, 
"and who convict us upon evidence collected, 
"prodaced, and attested by themulves. We are 
" compelled la endure the stings of insult and 
"of calumny, frequently without either the 
I "oppoTtunity of reply, or the hope of redress 
M" by lav. W'e are denied the priuUegf of the 
'.' ntanett malefactor ; that of being confronted 
'••wilh our accusers. We are excluded from 
fthe places in which the most galling and most 
t'l'iiifluBntiBl of the oalnmniea pronosnced 
p^^nst us are uttered; and if we dare to 
SVaniwer Ihem elsewhere, ourcalumniators may 
"Ai in judgment upon us, and punish our 
"audacity with imprisonmelil."— flcflsoiij/or 
I met laiini/lhe Test. Second edit. p. xiii. 

Protesting against that infliction, labouring 

f Hg^nst that iniquity at (he period of your im- 

B jast degradation and adverse fortune, waa Co be 

found Lord Molboume, the late Prime 



state, was ranged the manlj ol^uenea of (he 
Marquis of Lanadowne, anotlier member of 
the late Caliinet. 

At that dark period of jour political history. 
Lord John ItusscU, the late ministerial leader 
of the House of Commons, sustained, with a 
power of oratory and argument almost uns- 
qualled, your intereets, and vindicated your 
rights. 

Need I remind you, my lord, of (ho simiere 
zaaJ and accumulated services in the Catholic 
cause, of the Fonsonby family I and in parti- 
cular of that excellent oohleman, Jjord Dun- 
cannon, another member of the late Cabined 

Is it necessary to recal lo your memory the 
sincere zeal and power of eloquence of Sir 
John Hobbouse, another member of (he late 
Cabinet! Why should I unnecsssarilj mul- 
tiply indivldn^ Inatancesl Was not every 
man of the late cabinet, who had a seat in Par- 
liament before Emancipation, the decided friend, 

cidod enemy of the Tory iniquity under wbicli 
we suffered! 

They icert your friends, my lord ; your Irae, 
jour trusty, your tried frifnds. Your friends 
in the day of your need — in the day of your 
distress. Your friends wben yon could not 
help youtSBlf. They were the enemies of your 
enemies: the assBitors of your rights! Aye, 
my lord — they were more! They were the 
vindicators of your unjustly Camlsbed honour, 
and of Iho paiNCiPLB of your calumnialBd 
religion. 

One thought more. So far from the mem- 
bers of the late Administration having sup- 
ported the Catholic cause from motives of party 
Interest, or from the ambition of atuining tbe 
honbura and emoluments of office, (he fact is 
that tliey actually and voluntarily placed them* 
selves under the ban of the Crown. They, 
with full eonscieusness, oipoaed themselves to 
the personal hatred, and even malignity, of tbs 
two monarebfl, George III. and George IV, 
They, with full linowledge of the consequences, 
raised, by their advocacy of Catholic rights, oil 
almost impassable barrier against the enjoy- 
ment of the favour of the Grown, and the re- 
wards, honours, and dignities of ministerial 
power. They knew full well tliat if circum- 
stances forced them on the ting, he would soon 
find means, as he did an one remarkable occa- 
sion, of dismissing Ihem from office. 

They were, in short, my lord, the martyrs of 
yovr cause. They were yoiir political martyrs. 
Turn we now to the other aide. Lot ua pass 
in array (be chiet^ of those on whose behalf 
you have now rushed into print; and whosa 
power you havo used all your persuasive in£u- 
ences (o support and consolidate. 

Let us select one of the leaders of the new 
Cabinet— the landed of Lord Shrowahurj- — 
the Right Hon. Henry Oonlburn. Was he, my 
Lord, sensible of the cruelty end iujuslice 
under which you and the Catholics laboured? 
Had he (he feeling of the wrong — (he sense of 
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wtu alleviated. Il i& hia great regi 
present mom<'nt. He notuailjr resigned oSlee 
— and DO man ever loved office, perhupEi, lo 
muchiu Goulbam; cerlainl; not mure. Yes. 
He resigned his office when the Cabioat lo 
which he belonged had delenninod to grant 
Emancipation. Nor has he ever relaxed his 
nndying hatred of Pope and Popery. Nor has 

inconsistency of farouring the progress of 
liberality. 

I will lell yon an anecdote of Goulburn, 
whilst ha was Orangr-patronislng Secretary In 
Ireland. Tbere is an Itaiian — you may have 
hnard of him — named Bianconi , a man of the 
greatest worth and Integrity. He came here a 
friendless and almost pennitoss stranger. He 
haa acqnired a large independent fortnne by 
opening np all parts of Ireland to very cheap 
Biid very expeditious traTelling; by maintain- 
ing upon the roods what are termed jannling- 
cara. Ho bad purchased stations, and built 
Btablea for his horses in many localities. In a 
short time he discovered, from aomo of the 
persoDB in the oroployment unjustly retaining 
possession of the buildings, that being an alien 
and a Catholic, be bad no legal power to evict 
(he fraadulont occnpier, or to assert dominion 
over his own property. 

He was a Catholic. Had be been a foreign 
Fmtealant, no matter from what country, by 
landing in Ireland ho would have been natu- 
ralised, and bavo possessed all the priiileges of 
a British subject But ho was a Catholic ; and 
therefore he continned an alien. 

Under these circumstances, ho was advised 
to apply to Goolbum for letters of denization. 
It was thought he would have got them quite 
OS a matter of course. Nu man could have a 
higher character for industry, activity, public 
utility, and penonal inlogrity. Ilo was, hhw- 
ever, a Catholic, and his most reasonable re- 
quest was refused, by your new ally, Gonlhum. 
A second and a third application met the same 
fate. Nor was the Inconvi^ience and impedi- 
ment %o his basineas removed, until Ihoae 
Whigs, whom you s( 



You, my lord, with all your titles, birth, and 
fame, would oonlinue to be denied the privi- 
lege of the meanoat malefactor, if Goulburn's 
Tole could have liepl yoa in that unenviable 
^taation — or if it could al the present moment 
re you to it, he would be the most unprin. 

' " "" " ' siuBS If he did not cl 

Yet you call o 
Id go over to Dim : 

The neii of these now allies to whom yon 
TOW fealty ia Sir Edward Knatcbbull : a man 
Mbom yOQ must admit lo be ono ef the most 



unmitigated enemies to the rights of the Calho- 
lica in or out of those realms. He never r»- 
lased his hoatilily. He never avowed, because 
he never felt, the slightest mitigation in his 
enmity to the Catholiea. He spoke in every 
debate; he voted in every diviaton in the 
house — he exerted all his inflnence out of the 
house, lo keep us all still slaves. There waa a 
virulence in his hoalUily, unchanged and nnal- 
lered to ibe present hour. Ha assailed Feel 
for yielding to Ibe necessity of granting Eman- 
cipation. He 11 was, who, in the eicaas of hla 
indignation and animoeily agaiast the Catho- 
lics, taunted Peel with a "■raaquam tiiia fidra." 

Wbat bvwason tbedaywhenheulteredlbeH 
words, the aame he is at the present day. 

I place him second upon the list of yont 
favourites among the present Cabinet MU 

The thinl shall be the Duke of Bucking- 
ham. I'reliy much on a par with KnatchhuU 
in point of talenta, he if possible exceeded him 
in virulence. And like Enatchbull, he haa 
never relaxed or qualified bis hostility. You 
wonld still, my lo^, " be denied the prinilege 
qf the tneaiKst mah/aclet" (oh! how I thank 
yon for the words !)— it the Duke of Bucking- 
ham's vole in Parliament could have detained 
yoD in Ihraldom, or could now consign you 

But let me not rest with the minor try of Ihe 
present Cabinet Let me proceed lo the blgh- 
cil name amongst them all— the Duke of Wol. 
linglon. Let rao confine myself to your oiOB 
leordi, when I speak of him, ihe most fortunate 
of the fortunate [ 

Yon, my lord, published two editions of your 
" Reasons for not takino the Test :" the 
first in March, tho second in October, 1828. 
You alluded lo the hope which the then preced- 
ing administration of Mr. Canning had in- 
spired. Ia both eililions of your book there Is 
this passage : — 

" After many anrious vicissitudes of hope 
"and tear; after paa^ng through a trying 
" variety of temperature ; the political horiitDn 
■' appeared to have settled in almost unclouded 
" sunshine upon Ihe Catholics of tho empire ; 
" when 10 our dismay and horror, it is now 
■' again suddenly darkening around us. We 
"cauuot bat fear that the appointment of the 
" Duke of Wolllngton as Premier Is a fatal 
"omen to our cause: Jbr hithtrlo he haihuttoo 
" ojteii ranked amongst the most ligaal of our 
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You were righl, my li 
He was, iudeed, my lord, ranked amongsi ma 
moat signal of our opponents; and, I would 
add, amongst the moat ungrateful. Yon your- 
self proclaimed bis iogratituda. 

Yes. More dishonouring Ingratitude was 
never {at least imlil very lately) exhibited; he- 
canae ha was most doeply indebted to the saorl. 
fice of Irish Catholic blood lor bis elevation lo 

• " Reasons," Ac. ad edit oixU. 
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r fie dultedora, Tnn, yoarsBlf, lay, " Were it I 

'^J'liot for his Cmholic troopa, the Bute of, 

_ *• Wellington had never gathered one solitary ' 

pA laurel i fbr all (he laoreis he wtiais have 

*iprung ftom thBir valour, and been watered j 

»'bj theit hlood. But for the oonfidenoa 

r* reposed in him by Catholic govern men is, ha 

' "Irad never hoen carried forward in his Career. 

•■But for the honours heaped npon him hy 

"Calholio roonarclig, bis breast bad never 

."■blazed irith balf that brilliancy that heama 

1 1 npnn it now ; and many of those high-aouna. 

'" IK litlea, «liii;h so loudly proclaim liia gioij 

the world, would have been mute."* 

_ Yet the 6rat vote be gave as a duke, tlie very 

P^t and moat deliberalo vole (or which he left 

Ills proxy, was a vote to continue the degrading 

ilavery of the Calholica. 

It was, to hlni, a degrading vole. Tail may 
speak of him, my lord, as you ploaae. / «ill 
alivays speak of him as be really is; its the 
moat' lucky of all the nngifted and nngcuerous 
beings that over were wafted by forlunata 
chances and accidents to groat elevation. 

To the paflsagB which I have first quoted, 
yon add, "it tho Duke of Welliuglon be the 
" bigot which many Imagine, our hie is sealed 
" so long as his counaels prevail. Bui we are 
"willing to hope agamat hope'^ 

Whilst you thus avowed your feara from the 
bigotry of tbo Duke of Wellington, you de- 
dared your doterminalion not to despair ; " to 
- topeevenagainathope." And yet ImayBBy,by 
%ay of parenlhoais, that you now come out 
•gainst me, and bid tni to despair of Carrying 
the Repeal of the Union, although /hope fur 
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:r hopes around me, whelher in Spain, 
■ranee, in Africa, or in the East— or in 
riea. For, my lord, tbe moment the Irish 
Bufficlenlly combined aninngRt themselves 
to ohlain that respectful attention which they 
-Will then asaiiredlj merit; or— mark me, my 
lordl the moment that England wants tbe 
MMBtance of tbe people of Ireland, — that mo- 
taent England wUt obtain that auislance — but 
" ■ n >halt be repealed. 

I 'Bttke of Wellington's bigoted opposition. You 
K 'denounced him as the enemy of the Catholics. 
B'But yOQ may allege that be sohsequemly 
PTiWered his opiniona, mitigated his hostiJity, 
-^d emancipated the Catholics. 

I admit tbe laxt fact He did emancipate 
the Catholics — ^but he emancipated them be- 
cause (as he himaeif avowed) emani'ipalion 
was no longer to bo resisted. We had our 
moral Waterloo, my lord, and onr victory was 
Inore uaeful, itnot moregloriouB. We chained 
p 'Ale valiant dttke to tho car of oor triampb, and 
feompelted him to set us free. 

But I niterly deny that bo ailcred his 
opinions or mitigated bis hoslilily. He avowed 



. t lb. axlv. 



that his enmity to Catholic rights— that hli 
preference for Catholic degradation, wore »tiU 
the same; whilst be adiled tlie piaintivo con- 
oluuon, that farther resistance was impossilile. 
He declared that his hosUllly was still nnmlti- 
galed. Nay, he sold that the Emancipation 
would ho more useful to the oxjiausion and 
establishment of Ptolestantism, by the union 
of action whloh would continue amongst Pro- 
testants; whilst ibo Catholics, no longer kept 
together by political inlerests, would tamlih 
themseivea by [heir feuds, and disgrace them- 
selves with their dissentiona; and weaken 
tberaaeivea by both. 

Was bia son! prophetic, good my lord 1 

The Duke changed bia politics and emancl. 
pated us; but he never changed his bigoted 
opiniona. He opposed, during (he late ad- 
miniatralton, every concession Id the Iriah peo- 
ple ; eierj attempt to assimilate the franchises 
of the Irish with those of tbo Enslish. It was 
be who thrust into the Irish parliamentary 
Beform Bill, tbe clanae which preserved the 
tights of the eiclusively Proteslont freemen. 
And the eipreas grounds on which he perpe- 
trated these enormities, was lo preserve, as far 
as be could, the atetndanct/ of the Protestant 
charch in Ireland. 

He more than once, during Lord Melbourne's 
govrnunent, laid it down as a maxim in the 
administration of Ireland, " Ibet Prolestsnis 
should ho mroaragfd." By " encouraged" he 
of course intended, and avowed be intended, 
that they should be "/irf/oTerf" lo ihe Calho- 
licB on all practicable occasions. 

With that maxim of bis, I leave him for the 
present, under tbe protection and special favour 
of the Catholic Earl of ShrewabnTy. 

The neil that I oHfer to your lordship's con- 
sideration is Lord Lyudhnrst. OShlm, loo, yon 
enterinin hopes which I shall leave nndisturbrdj 
because auch hopes ore, and mnat be, intact bj 
any process of reasoning, or any approach of 
common sense ! They can spring only from that 
species of sentibiiily, wbicb, when translated 
into words, is familiarly celled " twaddle ;" and 
when confined to mere thought, falls icllhin 
the category of dotage. Ton are loo young 
and too wise for either twaddle or dotage ; and 
yet I muat, in despnir, abandon jou lo yonr 
•' hopes" (!) of Lord I.yndhiirst. He has 
been guilty of most raiacliiBVons indiscretion : 
let me call it dangerous, too. It Is true that 
it was only the Irish Catholics on whom he 
affixed tho appellaUon of " al'ieni in tangvage, 
atieni in bloody and alieni in relisian," It will 
be well, however, to recollect, that as en " alien 
I'n rcliffSon," you, even j;ou, are stigmatized. 
Though you are emancipated, he still brands 
alienage upon you ! after having in pB.r!iament 
eierted all his faculties, and even availed blm- 
aelf of the excellence of his memory, to de- 
tain you in a. stale worse than that of an alien. 
Nay, he incurred, lo keep you in degradation, 
all tho odium of being a renegade, and of 
abandoning all his former libera] opinions for 



llie vile toTS of place and proraoHoD. H 
poured out aeaiDst you thai apeecli wbich wo 
"anccTiibn Pkiipott'a;" nnd ranked himself t 
the Aia of blgotrj.in amanner which eodtlp 
htm to be fllasied amoDg Ihe most uuptiuciple 
and Ihe moat narrow-minded of modern atutei 

Perhaps indeed there ma; be eometblcg i 
the private life of this nohloman, nbich in 
Bpiroi jou with hopes aud eDconragea jonr 
conQdence. If so, I am totallj ignorant of it. 
But if it be so, I leave jrou to ihe full henelic 
of its inflaence. 

Let me next point yonr atlentEon to some of 
the minor fry of Iriumpbanl Toryism. There 
is Mr. Milnes Gashel), and there is Mr. Sidney 
Herbert. The one. It is said, hat been liberal i 
I do not vouch for it ; hat Ihis I linov, that at 
present his disposition is to call ;/ou, my lord, 
a " HomaniBl." But it he warB disposed to 
an accesi of ddlity, perhaps he might conde- 
seend to oall joa n " PapisL" 

As to Mr. Sidney Herbert, the only way, so 
far as I can judge, in which he earned office, 
was by a speech ia irbich he most grossly 
calumniated the Catholic priealhood of Ire- 
land ; distorted the evidence before the intimi- 
dation committee ; so as to show that ha had 
acme ability, and more inclination, to range 
himielf for life as u No-Fopery champion. 

Tbie, hotroTcr, as addressed to ^ou, is a topic 
of some delicacy. For yon bare in yonr 
pamphlet, oa I shall shortly show, sanctioned 
some of his charges against Hie Catholic clergy, 
and adopted some of his calumnies. But 
whether coming from him alone, or sanctionod 
by yon, high as you are, it i> a subject which 
forbids mincing delicacy, and compels me to 
proclaim the charges false as they are foul ; 
unfounded as they are injurious. Yes ! the 
calumniated Cathulio clergy of Ireland can 
set nut onl/ him, but even you, at utter deS- 

Last, bnt not least, comes Sir Hobert Feel. 
And what is ha history I He began his career 
in Ireland by organizing Orangeism ; by join- 
ing with Saiirin in that cutruption of the Irish 
Bar, which now promises us a plentiful crop of 
bigoted, intolerant, and partial judges. He 
le-organized and armed the Orange yeomanry 
of the north of Ireland, whose orgies were 
annually celebrated in the blood of the Catho- 
lics ; whilst be proclaimed in the House of 
Commons, that the only fault of those Orange- 
men was their " eicesi of loyally ;'' those very 
Orangemen who have bean scattered by the 
ananimnus condemnation of parliament. Ha 
filled Bverjroffice with their then sworn parlizaiu. 
Ho raised himself from obscarity into notice 
and high station, as the child and champion of 
intolerance. There was no dirty deiterily of 
which he ooa not capable, even upon the moil 
awful of all possible subjects i but let me gire 
TOT' "^rire in your own worda : — 

rled," [by Feel] "with much 



■' against the most nnimpeitchable prelacy in 
" the world, tliat Ihey wore guilty of the most 
" audacious impiety in cancelling a precept 
" fram the Becalogue ; and it was al least 
" insinuated that they did so in orJer to liaWer 
" Iheir favourite propensitieB to idolatry."* 

The charge, of eouise, was false. You have 
proclaimed it so ; and shown the miserable 
chicanery upon which it was founded. But 
that chicanery was Peel's ! — that falsehood 
was Peers ! On the subject of the Decalogue 
itself, he was guilty of bearing that false wit- 
ness against you, and against every one of ns, 
from our highest prelate down to the huuiblest 
attendant upon our worship. WJiat was your 
own description of him } You began by pay- 
ing him a compliment wtiich he little deserved. 
You said i 

" It ia astonishing Ihal a man of Mr. Peel'a 
" character and reputation for fair dealing, 
" should condescend to use misrepreaentallon 
" when he finds argument fail him. But it 
" only shows the eitent of his delusion, 
" and hovi filled his miitd ii to receive imprei- 
" sions contrary to truth, reason^ and commfin 
" senie, when his favourite prejudices are to ba 
" cherished. If that delusion only affected the 
■' individual, we should lament it, witbont pro- 
" suming tu correct him j but when the deiu- 
" sion of an individual stands between the 
" happiness of millions, and that individual is 



' deed it is a delusion wbich ought to be ex- 
' posed to the whole world. "f 
There they are, my lord. I have paraded 



nhefor 



you. 



have, indeed, omitted Stanley, because be 
js an inveterate and malignant enemy of the 
Irish i and the unhappy Irish ore the subject 
rather of your lordship's sneers than ot your 
sympathy and support. They (the Catbolio 
Irish) may becalled viltainous pei^urers ; and, 
but fnr me, you probably never would have 
heard of it ! Hacinfi beard of it, you seem dis- 
posed not to pardon me for dislurbiug the 
aristocratic repose of your indifference to Ire- 
have paraded them before jou. Tliero 
are Hobhouse and Falmerslon ; Lord John 
Russell and Lansdowne I Lord Duncannonand 
Melbourne — the late ministry — your firm, your 
disinterested friends ; friends at need — friends 
irificed party inlereata to sustain yau ; 

than on alien, and had ttul tkt privilege of ihe 
eatiett mate/acCar," 

Recoiled, loo, that all the rest of the men 

I office, under the lato adminlatralion, were, 

icb in his sphere, the decided supporters of 

the principle of Catholic Emancipalion. On 

the other band, you have Gonlbum and Knatch- 

bnll, and Buckkigham and Lyndhutsl ! — and 
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Wollinglon, vha giTB Ms Grst vote as a Duke 
■gninst jou ; and Peel, nho falsified the caia- 
roandmenU nf God, in order to calnniniale tha 
CaltiolicB, and to continue tbeiiaiavery ; — Peel, 
' whom you yourself have proidumed Id be " a 
person nbo'ae miFid is fitted la receive imprea- 
' s contrary to tnilb, reaion, and common 
Rense," when Ui prejudices nro to bo cbeiished. 
These are tlie men who would have kepi jou 
" Korie than an alien in yotir natire land, and 
toilliout tAs frivileg" of '^e meaneit male- 

There nov, are both parlies before you. 
Your Bndenl foes are politically triumphant j 
your ancient friends palltically defeahtd and 
proalmtc. Represenlativa of ail the chiralry 
of all the Talbota, make jour choice botweiMl 
the two ! 

But pause. Pause one moruenL Kecollecl 
— (oh! thai it should be nccesaarj to remind 
you of it!) — Ibat one of the principal meani 
by which the constituency of England was, to 
■ay tbo least, predisposed to the present ad- 
ministration, was Iho iucossant abuse and rlll- 
fication of Catholics, and above all of the 
Calbolic religion. Keniember thai (he great 
organ of that party denominated the Catholic 
priests of Ireland " saperslitious lyranla,'' 
"brutal monsters," "surpliced ruffians.'' But 
they spoke of /riiA priests j and you, it seems, 
my gentle lord, Toucbaafe to bo " Kanialize£' 
(Uiat i> your word) with some of them. Yon 
may very well afford to forgiie the Tories their 
abuse of the Inth prieetbood; but can you 
forget the languago they used respecting lbs 
' Catholic loligion! Is the high tide of your In- 
. gratitude to your former political friends so 
itmug, as to blotnni the recollection that the 
i common epitbetappliedby the Toriesta Calbo- 
I Kcily was " a vile superstition;" but that the 
\ wore fftvonrite name was "an algecl idolatry !" 
as yonr lordship been seduced by being 
called "vilely superBlitious V Or have yon 
ion won by the flattery of being termed " an 
iJBct idolater 1" 

But you may reproaoh me with the fact that 
I the Whigs enacted " abuse, bmlal, and bloody" 
I ooeccion bill. Kecollect, however, that the 
I Ennliih Catholics were imaflecU'd by that 
tare. There is Ibsrefore no Eaglith ex- 
for a Ireachorous desertion of your old 
ff ftiends. Push not then your sympathy for Ire- 
1 land too far. We are in the habit of sulTering, 
and therefore we can bear It more patiently. 
; We aie like the eels, accustomed to bo skinned 
. alive. HocoUect, good my lord, pray rccollEct 
k — that of two of tbe most inliuential members 
I of the present Cabinet, the one, Sir James 
ft Graham, was the ardent snpporier, and the 
P ether. Lord Stanley, was the contriver, fabri- 
■, and triumphant advocate of " Iho base, 
■brutal, and bloody" coercion bill for Ireiand, 
"low, my lord, make your choice. Show 
r highmindedness, yoor generosity, your 
J noble gratltqdo for past services; yonr just 
I Indigo Htion against nnpiiiioipled hostility. 



Make your choice , bul, alas ! Tow 

choice is already made! The highmiodednaM 
is gone ; Ihe generous feeling for a AJlcn 
fViend is obdurated and perceived do morel 
The gratitude is obliterated i and your just in- 
dignation at iniquitous hosliiily, merges in 
poerilB servility to lbs minions of place, power, 
and anlhorily. 

Oh ! ingratitude nnparallcled \ Oh, prepos- 
terous selection! Never was suck • cboica 
inadfl as yon have made and enforced. 



Thou 
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ingratituds." 

Yes. If the English Catholics follow your 
tordablp, the biting, cbilling, bitter bluli of 
ingratitude were never so basely blown and so 
keenly felt, as they will txi by'evcry di^tsr- 
ested friend and lover of the generous cmollans. 

You have, however, your leasona for thii 
desertion of your friends and selection of -jaat 
enemies. You endeavour to persuade Um 
Catholics of England to abandon those friends 
and to select those eDemioi. Y'our buuneas is 
to justify a mode of action so repugnant to 
every right feeling, and so derogatory to every 
sense of political honour or honesty, that it 
could he palliated only by the most ovar- 
powering necessity. 

Such was the task you imposed opon yuur- 
self. Heavens ! how miserably have you failed ! 
Your reasons are to be found in tbo 4lh,3th, 
and 6th pages of yourlellcr. I am compelled 
to say there never was anything mora flimsy, 
more fantastic. It is Kith pain I matt add that 
drivelling idiocy, or childish folly, could 
scarcely attain to anything so weak — to mawk. 
Ish. I will endeavour to analyse the puny ma- 
terial. 

First; you allege that <■ all the great, park- 
mount reforms are accomplished" (oh I most 
sapient sage !] — and that them is now only it 
mere distindiun without a diffirmet between 
Whigs and Tories.- 

I*t mo admit your facts — a matter of some 
difRculty — In order to admire the conclusiaD 
you draw from those promises. Your logio is 
indeed of a rare quality. What ! because there 
is '■ only a distinction without a difference" bn- 
tween Whigs and Tories,— (A*r<-/ort tho Eng- 
lish Catholics sboulil, according to yon, aban- 
don the Whig), their consistent friends, and 
support the Tories, their unrelenting enemies t 

Such a specimen of reasoning is not, I bp- 
liove, to he found among " tho royal and noblo 
authors" of any other century or country. 

Secondly^-as your second argument you 
state — " That the Tories have adopted the iato 
" reforms as an integral part of our Institutions : 
" and eoea pro/tii a Vfillinjntu to ainetdt iiicA 
"ehanyeiai the idtrrcd circumtianca <if totiety 
" might ttill rc'/uire." 

1 cannot concede your facts hero ; hecauss 
you told me just now " that alt tha great para- 
mount reforms wore actually actampUAtJ," 



Nor do I iMllere that tbo Toriei intend in any- 

avenls joa tniui adoiil, that Ihe Whiga are at 
least eqaolly desirous of political improrement. 
Eoir, thBu, can you be so piopasteiODS, bi to 
eijiDCt that the English Calliolics Biiould cdd- 
sider this a reason lo abandon their tried friends 
the Whigg — and lo support their knoim enemies 
the Tories. 

Thirdly. — Your third argument inainnales 
that " the powen of miacMef of a Tory go- 
" Temment ore suBioieDlly restrained both by 
"the eatablished reforms themselves, and by 
" (lie cODliaually growing force of public 

1 leaTo, without a single obaerration, this 
third BagaciouB reason why the EEgliah Calho- 
tics should desert their tried friends the Wliigs, 
and support thdlr known enemlea Ihe Tories. 

FonrtMj — Vour fourth argoment is accu- 
ralely abatiacted thus; you say, — " If a larger 
"measui'e of reform be needed, which it cua- 

"joy and generosity of (heir triumph, may 
" vosaiBLV compromise, upon a aound and 
" equitable a^ustioenl." 

There, mj lord— ohere are your words; not 
all your words; hut still, as far as (hey go, 
■pawinia 1/erbii. We have it thata larger mea- 
sure of reform ia " ceilaiah/ needcC in Irelaud. 
ButgenUy — gently, good my lord! Told you 
not me juisl now, that all the great paramounl 
reforms are aocompliahei) 1 

There ia a claas. Indeed, of whom (he proverb 
aayi, that (hey have occasion for good me- 
mories. YoU, my lord, are a Iruthful man; and 
iherofore you dispense with remembering what 
you wrote hut ao sboit a time before. 

I.el lue DOW just analyse Ihia last specimen 

"Mg" in their joy ond generosity dn some 
justice to (be Irish, Ihernfure ihe Jioglisli 
Catholics ought to grovel in Ihe mire of deep 
dark Ingratitude to Ihe Whigs I 

I remember an Irish barrisler, who, when 
addressing a jury, requealed of them " not lo be 
carried away by the dart oblivion of a bniW," 
He was stopped by the judge, who exclaimed, 
" Why, sir, that is nonsunae !" " Oh, my lord," 
returned the unabashed counsellor, " I know 
it is nonsense, — but it is goud encui/h /o 
Jary." 

Thus, good my lord, jour inference thai the 
Tories may possibly in their generoally aud 
joy do something for the Irish, is stalk non- 
sense. But upnn a matter of political (reacbrry, 
you deem it good enough for Ihe English 
Catholics. 

Fifthly — Your fifth and last argument may 
be condensed thus: you say "the time 
"BO menacing aud so unsettled, that il 
"problerafor futurity to aolre, whether Whig 
" or Tory rule, might be hotter or worse for the 



of Whigs and Tories, Here/ore tba Uvln 
English Catholics are in the interim to decid 
the point for themselvea, by walloniog in tb 
igratitude and deserlion of friends ! 
that I have got through Ihese misej 






mpts a 



■oid saying thai they GU me with inpf. 
fable disgust. Fortunate, my lord, indeed it la 
for you, (hat the weakness of your head may 
detract bat litUe from the goodness of youc 

I have thus followed yon through the two 
leading objects of your pamphlet; 

First, your attempt lo array the English Ca> ] 
tholics and Catholicity Itself, in favour of Ih* J 
grinding bread-tax. 

SecondW, your attempt to bring over the Ca--| 

olica of England, aud even lo arm Catholi«'J 
ty ilself, in the cause of Ihe Tories. 

By the Brat, tainting the sacrnd baunera 
apostolic Christian! Ly with Ihe guilt of starvi 
the poor, in order id aatiate Ihe avarice of t 
rich. lu ibe second, iuQictiug a black aj 
upon Eugliah Catholicity, by makiug it e^ 
hibit the moat profligaie ingratitude lo h' ' 
principled (but now powerless) frieuda; 
with (he must abject aervililj', sharing in 
uugeaerous joy of malignant enemies. 

The rest of your pamphlet is really hj 
lary to those two great objects— starvali on aifA ' 
ingratitude. You introduce your other topics 
merely to gratify or allure English prejudice 
and Euglisli partiality. You, my Lord, knaw 
as well as I do, that the English Calbolica have 
in their day of power been as opprearive and 
as contemptuous of the Trisb, as the Rngliah 
Protestants have since been. And there still 
remains In the minds of some of the former, 
as bitter a hostility as ever to the Irish. ' Thin 
unhappy feeling you have sought to graljfy, in 
tliB selection of your incidental lopica. Ilicse 
topics relate — KrsI, lo a moat important suljeut 
— the conduct of the Catholic Clergy of Ire- 
land; srcuudly, to a suited trivial politically 
and personally, in importance and mngnituda 
— Ihu individual who repliea to vott — I mean 
myself. The third relates to a siibjecl of UKti. 
onal mnjesty~~thc Repeal of the Union, la 
the foregoing order shall I make a few obaer- 
valions upon each of these topics. 

As lo the first — the conduct of tlie Catholic 
clergy of Ireland — I really do not know bow to 
restrain myself. I would not wish to use liarsh 
language towards your lordship ; but how is it 
possible to speak with dignified lumper of the 
audacity with which you preiiumt', in utter 
ignorance of fact, lo censure men in eteiy mo- 
ral point of Tie* your superiors? To fulmi- 
nale your anathemas against (he fuilhful, tlie 
enduring, the devoted clergy, (be only real 
friends of the afflicted and puor people of Ire- 
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1 the more ready to yield loini- 
I tation, by reason of the imper(inen( inlruatan 
I by another English Catholic nobleman— pia^ j 







VCalholicB, and to coutinuB thoirs 
[Q you ^ourscir have procla 
l^rsun whoEe mind is filled lo i 
• -*-- .onliiiry to truth, raaion, and 

wlienhispTHjadicpB iu% tobechBriahed. 
ThBSB are the men who would boTB kept yon 
M /Ann an alien in your native land, and 
I vilhoul the priviltges of the rataneat malt- 

There now, are hoth pftrdss before yon, 
Toar ancient toes are polilicaUy triompbanl ; 
yooT ancioDt friends politically defeated and 
proslrate. BepmieDtalive of <jl the ubivalrf 
of all the Tulbols, mako yoot choice boLHeeO 

But pause. Pause one moment. Recollect 
— (ah! that it shonld he neceitary to r«miad 
you of it '.) — that one of Iho principal means 
by which the consliliioncy of England WM, lo 
aey tlie least, predisposed to the present ad- 
ministration, was the iDcessant abuse and vill- 
Seation of Catholics, and b1>ovb all of the 
Catholic religion. Rememhtir that the great 
organ of ibal party denotuinated Ilie Catholic 
priests of Ireland *■ saperatitious tyrants,*' 
"brutal monsteri," "aarpliced ruffians.'' But 
they spofco of /riijl priests j and yon, il seems, 
ray gentle lord, vouchsafe lo lie " scandalised^' 
(thai is your word) Hi Ih some of Ihem. Ton 
may very wbU afford to forgira the Tories their 
abuse of the Irish priealbood; but can you 
forgBl the language they used respecdng the 
Cathotio religioo } la the high dde of ycur in- 
graltlndo to j-our former polilical frieuds so 
strong, as tobloUnttbe recoUecliou tbat the 
common epithet applied by the Tories to Calbo- 
liclty was "a -vile suporslillon ;" but that the 
more favonrite name was "an abject idolatry !" 
Has your lordship been seduced by being 
'led "vilely auperaUtions i'' Or hate you 
ID won by the flattery of being termed " on 
■tgect idolatorl" 

~ , may reproach me with the fact that 
the Whigs enacted " a baat, brolol, and bloody" 
coercion bill. Refollect, however, that tho 
Engliih Gatbolics were unaffected by that 
measure. "JTiere is therefore no Englith ex- 
cuse far n treachcrnus desertion of your old 
friends. Push not then your synipothy for Ire- 
land too fir. We are in the habit of suffering, 
and therefore we can bear it moro patiently. 
We ore tike the eels, aecnatomed to be skinned 
alive. Becollepf, good my lord, pray recollect 
— that of two of [be moat influential members 
of the present Cabinet, tho one. Sir James 
(Jraham, was the ardanl supporti-r, and the 
other, r^rd Stanley, was tlio cnntrirer, iabrl- 
cator, and trinmphaut advocate of " ihe base, 
brutal, and bloody" coercion bill for Ireland. 

Now, my lord, malie your choice. Show 
your liighraindedneai, your gBOerosity, your 
noble gratiludo for post senices; your just 
indignation against unprincipled hostility. 



Halca your choice , but, alas ! Your 

choice is already made ! Tho bighmiadedacH 
ii gone ; the generous feeling far a fallrn 
friend is obduralcd and perceired no more ! 
The graUtnde il obliterated; and yoiu' jost In- 
dignation at iniquilAUi hostility, mergei in 
pueiilB servility to the minioni of placf, power, 
and authority. 
Oh \ ingralitode nnparalleled ! Ob. prepos. 
selection t Never wh such a clioico 
% yon have made and enforced. 
" Blow, blow, thoo winlrj wtod, 



Yes. If the English Catholics follow yoor 
lordship, the biting, chilling, hitler blasts of 
ingratitude were neier to basely blown and to 
keenly fell, as they will be by every dialer' 
ested friend and loverof the genemot emotions. 

You have, however, your reasons for this 
desertion of your friends and selection of your 
enemies. Yon endeavour to persuade the 
Catholics of Kogtind to abandon those friends 
and to select those enemies. Your busineu is 
In justify a mode of action so repugnaDt lu 
every right feellnf!, and so derogatory lo every 
sense of political honour or bonesty, Ihat It 
could bo palliated only by the most over- 
powering necessity. 

Such was the task you imposed upon your- 
self. Beavans! how miserably have you failed '. 
Your reasons are to be found in tbe 4th, Stb. 
and 6lh pages of your letter. I am coropclled 
to say there never was anyLhiog muru Oinisj-, 
more fantaflic. It is with pun I mast add that 
drivelling idiocy, or cbildish folly, could 
scarcely attain to anything so wealc — so mawk- 
ish. I will endeavour to analyso the puny ma- 
First ; you allege that " all the great, psro- 
mount reforms are accomplished" (ah I most 
BBpienlsoge!) — and that there is now only a 
mere diitinclion tuilhoul a diffirenct between 
Whigs and Tories." 

Let mo admit your facta — a matter of some 
diSleul^ — in order to admire tbe eoneiuidoD 
you draw from those premises. Your logio la 
indeed of a rare qualily. What ! beeanio there 
ii " only a distinction without n dlfforcDCe" Iw- 
Iween Wiiigs and TorleSr-lAnv/ore tho Eng- 
lish CalbolicB should, according to yon, aban- 
don Ihe Whigs, their canilsteni friends, and 
support tbe Tories, their unrelenting enemlra ! 

Such a specimen of reasoning is not, I be- 
lieve, to bs found among " Ihe loyal and ooblo 
authors" of any olber ccnlury of conntly. 

Secondly — as your second argument yon 
stale — " That the' Tories bsve adopted the lata 
" reforms as an integral part of oar inslllulions : 
" and even pro/etM a wilUitgneu lo concede meh 
" changes at the altered circumllancei qf meitly 
" might ilitl require." 

I cannot concede your facts here ; t>er«uso 
you told me jutt now " tliat all Ihe great para. 
mount lefonna were actually accomplithed." 



dlslbigiiUilierl aliore all other Ihings bj gniti- 
(nde — sweet gralituds; nod by jour mugna,. 
nimong disregard of matter of-fact. 

There ii something comical in ihe eiteat of 
your Invenlive powers. Take the folloniiiB 
specimen. After spBakiDg of my not knowing 
whore to Btop in my career, you add, " Once, 
"indeed,haahe"(0'CoBnBll) "IreEniDost aig- 
" Dally discomfited, and bound band to foot to 
" tbo ohaiiol whnels of bis aDtagonists. For a, 
" time he was politicaJly dead, and Ibe liber. 
*< tiea of bl3 country were citinguiabed in 

Whiit the deoce Is the meBoing of this ? 
vbat idle faalasy is careeriog through your 
dreaniiDg brain) what driftlesa imaginings 
were playing with, and deluding your invoQ. 
tlTB powers I Speak, gentle Spbyni — rasolvB 
tbe riddle ! Wben was I bound either by band 
or by foot ! When was I bound to ibe wbeela 
of chariot, gig, cab, or buggy ! real or imagi. 
nary? poetical or actual} 

I have beaten my poor wita into powder, tc 
discover your mcauing ; and can scarcely ven- 
ture after all apon a conjecture. Eyen my 
conjecture is founded otity upon a fact, unat- 
tached, so far as I know, in any way to your 
lordship. The fact is this ; the Duke of Wel- 
lington a few years ago nsserted in the House 
Of Thirds, that 1 had Iwen conTicted of a mis. 
demeanour in a proseculian instituted by that 
silliest of the silly— poor Lord Angli 
said I was a coniicled crlmiuat. 

In my place in the House of Commons I 
refuted tlie aaserlion, and showed its utter 
want of truth. So far Irom being convicted, I 
never was eten tried ! Whereupon Lord Eldon 
came in aid of the valiant Duke, and obtaiard 
an order of the House of Lords for copies of 
all the prooeedinga in that praaecution. They 
were produced and printed by the House of 
Lordsj and yon, my lord, must have been 
furnished with a copy ; os I had been the 
iuEtrument of obtaining for you the privilege 
of peerage. 

Some two or three years after this, the mili- 
tary Duke repeated his Doufnted calninny. I 
immediately met him with a letter published 
in the Ixindon newspBpera; in which I proved 
to demonstration not only thu faischood of hia 
cb«^, but that ho must have known its falae- 

Noir, my conjecture is this, that your para- 
grapU may be intended to auggest that there 
was already one triumphant proaacution, and 
that there may be aC present another, in which 
Ihe AtlDiney-tieneral might be able to read 
from Iha pamphlet of the Catholic Earl of 
Stirewsbnry, (simply as part of his speech,} 
how little of favaar I could deserve from Ca- 
tholic jurors. 

This conjecture is somewhat aided by the 
very hostile spirit manifested in your attacks 
on me. It is still but a mere conjecture. But 
if it be not thii — why, then, it is a simple in- 



venllon ; which mtglil (If I had the least dis- 
position Id be rude, which I have not,) bo ex- 
preased by a shorter word. 

You are really, my lord, an imaginative man. 

In thu vivacity of yonr fancy you have, in 
the paragraph last quoted, been guilty (how- 
ever unwittingly) of the tuggestio fahi. in tha 
paragraph which I shall neit quote, this ingre- 
dient is raised up with what 1 do not know how 
to desDrlbe aa other than a wilful suppresiio 

In page 33, 1 find you allege that ) bnvo 
drawn from an advertisement in the Tablet foi: 
a Bcrvant, with a reserve " that an Irish person 
would not suit," my sweeping proofs of diaaf. 
fection amongst the wliole body of English 
Catholics, " high and low, great and small." 
You add, " that it turned out to be a compliment 
" to her own transplanted countrywomen, 
" from a respectable hoaaekceping Irish lady 
" herself." And you conclude thus, " There 
" never was a Rner burst of impassioned elo- 
" quence than that speech jhut never wasargu^ 
'* ment so weak, or provocation so unfounded ; 
" and, to judge from the cheers and groans 
" that accompanied its delivery, noi-er impres. 
" siOQ more profound, or success more com- 
" plete, in exciting hatred anil anirnosilt/ bclmten 
" the two coualriei. But where was charity ot 
' ' truth all the while t Or where the charity, 
" truth, and justice, of manyol tbe statements 
" in the famous proclamation to which It was 
" the prologue ? Now making every possible 
" allowance for ■ warm temperament and ex- 
" cited feelings, there can he no excuse for so 
"false, so exaggerated, so firulcnt a denun- 
" ciation. Even if his premises were true, Iho 
" deduction had been/nfjf. Was not the wish 
" Ibe father to the thought, because it 
"suited the purpose of the moment! But 
" while Mr. O'Connell forgets that violence, 
" and exaggeration, and undeserved abuse, 
" defeat themselves, no roan ever presumed us 
" with a more signal lllustrallon of the truth 
" of this axiom (ban himself ; and it iaby this 
" prodigal indulgence in the must uumeasureil 
'■ strain of vituperation, that he is now rudaced 
" to the least •> enviable of all positiona— in 
" which hia pr^se is censure and his censuro 
" praise." 

f wish the reader to peruse that paragraph 
over again, I will treat it, I hope, with as 
much ooalnesa as a man so outraged and in- 
sulted can possibly do. At all events, I hope 
to treat it goodhumourcdiy. In the Erst place 
I will remark, that' the aaaorllon "that the 
lady advertising for a servant woa a res- 
pectable and e^icrienced housekeeping Irish 
lady," is the pure invention of Lord Shrewt. 
bury s prurient fancy. All that he knew apon 
. waa, that an anonymous paragraph 
appeared in the newspapers, stating that the 
lady was Irish. I do not believe it. If she 
were Irish at all, shn had certainly resided in 
England amongst English Catholics, lung 
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Tliis, taoverer, is not of much importance. 
But then) ia that vhich really is >o. You, m; 
lord, say, thai I made tint adtertiiement my 
Bigument ol diBafiecLidn to Ihs Irish ■' anmng 
" Oil vjhale body of Bnglah Catluilia, high and 
" Ibw, great and smalt" (these are your wurda.) 
Yet you cimiiDt but Iniov that thin your asser- 
tion is totally untrue; that it ia ditEclly IhB re- 
verse of the truUi. You avow that you read 
my speech — (for you describe it) — and thera- 
fore you tnuif have seen and eipecially hnown, 
when you wrote the contrary, that I, in that 
speech, so far from accusing all the English 
Catholics, great and small, high and low, made 
large and sweeping eiceplioiis : that I assorted 
and boasted tliat there were very many English 
Catholics willing and amions to do justice to 
Ireland. 

Now, may I iint retaliate — and I only re- 
taliate — your saucy question, " where now is 
T/oar charity— where is jour truth !" 

Neither is this all. In the paragraph thus 
quoted, your allegation is that ray proofs of 
English Catholic diaaSection to Ireland were 
confined to the adiertjaement in the Tablet- 
Thai ia your intent, or your language vould 
have no rational meaning. Yet you muit have 
known Ihatlhli suggestion of yours was utterly 
unlrue; becanss in page 36, you charge me 
nilh an unmannerly attack upon Sir John 
Gerard for his adherence to Conservatism. 

Now, that " unmannerly attack'' waa merely 
the statement of one of my many proofs of 
English Catholic disafiection'lo the Irish. You 
had, therefore, those proofs befora your 
j^nd yet yon have the coolness to osaetl that I 
gave but one weak argument to prove the tmlh 

Let me once more retaliate your aaucy ques- 
tion, " where now is Jour ohatity I your truth! 
Jour jnsdce 1'' — I deny thdr existence. Iprc ~ 
that they do not exist. The language is 
he sure barsh — but then it is yours. I i 
these queries upon great, and totally unmerited 
provocadon — for I offended, I assailed you 
nothing I 

You used them upon cool, delibciale, writi 









agamst 



whom / do not allege, hut whom you yourself 
admit, to have been your bountiful benefaetor. 

Ob, ehame I ten thousand times shame o 
that malignant spirit which could thus taint th 
ehivalrons Earl ot Shrewsbury! 

I'o relieve the tedium of this personal cor 
^ict,whiab yon have deliberately provoked and 
need, let us by way of parentheua d ' ' 
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rJohn Gerard. 



You accuse me of "an unmannerly attack" 
upon hun. I allege that I did but make a just. 
a reaaouable, and a thornughly well-founded 
attack upon that unworthy person. I attacked 
him only as a public man. And my full justi- 
fictUion is this : the Iriah CttboUcB had, hy 



own confession, raised Sir John Gerard 

Irom a sitoation, which you have yourself de- 

serihed as being' " ajorse tlian that of an all™, 

aud more degraded than that of the mcanut 

Tliey procured for him tho right — that most 
important right, tn vote for members of par- 
liament. They procured for his tenants that 
■ important right — the right to vote for 
members of parliament. And tho gratitude of 
Sir John Gerard— f/ii Engliih Catholic gra- 
titude of Sir John Gerard — the ose vrliieh he 
makes of tho franehise WE procured for him- 
self and bis teoauts, is, by the means of that 
franuhise to return to Parliament a bitter 
enemy of Ireland ; one actually labouriug to 
extinguish tho franchise of the Irish Catholics I 
and this conduct of Sir John Gerard's you Call 
by the gentle name of "adhering to Conser- 
vatism." Be that so. 

Such, however, is the "pohtical caitiff" over 
whom jou cast the chiv^rous shield of the 
Talbots. Alaa, alaa 1 1 fear Ifce client is worthy 
of the patron 1 

Having tbus taken a breathing in tho bye- 
battle respecting Sir John Gerard, let us ro- 
lum tu our own psraonal quarrel — a quarrel 
which you have, in the wantonness of noble 
insolence, volunteered to create. But I do not 
shrink from the contest. The only thmg I re- 
quire — it may be indeed too much to requhre — 
is this ; that you shoold not use the poiBOued 
weapon of hypocrisy. 

You allege that I was scant of proof of the 
Euglish Catholic disaffection to the Iriuh. 

Do I want prooh noui, good my lord? for, 
laying aside your lucrative support of the Com 
Laws, what but the most contemptuous indif- 
ference, or indeed hostility to the Catholics of 
Ireland, could have dictated such a pamphlet as 
yours? What but thia hostiUty could have 
inspired your calumnious maligniugs of a large 
body of the Irish Catholic clergy ? If the 
spunt hod not been as strong as it mast bo 
luallgnant, would notlAcy, at least, have escaped 
uuassailed ? But 1 cry you mercy. They 
have " scandali^sed " you. 

Let me howercr ask, what else could have 
stimulated you, on your mere motion, to assail 
even me, whom yon admit to he the representa- 
tive of tho wishes and of the wants of the 
Irish People? Wliatelsecouldhavestimulated 
you to the coldblooded calumny of the great 
masses of the Irish Catholic People, who have 
joined with me in the demand for the Kepea) — 
treating Ihem as separatists, revolutionists, 
and subverters of the monarchy and of social 

If you, my lord, be well affected to the Irish 
Catholics, never did mortal man exhibit affec- 
tion in a manccr so strange and so repugnant. 
A manner indeed "cipaWir" (to use your own 
words) " 0/ txciling hatred and aaimoiity 
" betuieen the into countriei." 
Let ua, however, draw somewhat closer. In 
\ the paragraph which I have so lately tran- 
Rciib«d, yua accuse me of decLatuatioD and 



g hitred and Etir- 
riog up snimoiiitj betvieen the two couDtrien. 
You aCcQac me of want of charily, want of 
truth, want of justit'e. You accuse me of ei- 
aggemtion, virulence, and fahtkood. And to 
cap the climax of your cliiVHirous siviliy', you 
denooDce me as a man " whose praise is cen- 
sura and Uis CGnsare praise." 

My lord, there ia assuredly no novelty in the 
phrsiB. You have not the rnalignant merit of 
inventing iU It ia as old at least as the days of 
Janios, and luis beeu repeated ten (housaad 
times slnue, with aslittle truth as m thepreseut 

But you could not avoid adopting it. It wafl 
used by Peel at a moment nhea I had not the 
power of reply. I Imd made a ipeecli shaiviiig 
man; of tbe meritorloaa acts of the Whig 
party — shoiving- that all that in recent times 
had been nbl^ned of amelioration In our insti- 
tutions— that all tbe recent meaaurea sacred to 
liberty and humaulty— had been achieved by 
1)ie Wbigs. I ahowed tliat tho cataloeue of 
Tory virtues was a miserable blank; white tha 
effects of their unjust wars, thehr bigotry, and 
their orimea, were and are till this present [Joie 
glinditig the people In oppression and misery. 
What was Peel's reply? Did he confute my 
statement of the Whig merits ? No auch thing. 
Did he vindicate tlie Tories from my 
Ko such thing. In truth he conld not ; for my 
arguments ivere based upon putilic and noto- 
rious facts. Qe aecordiugly rose In ar^e; 
made a furious, virulent, and indeed ferocious 
personal attack upon ine ; which he concludird 
Willi the hackneyed phrase you liave so gloat- 
ingly adopted from him, "that my praise was 
censure and ray censure praise." There was 
not one single reasonable mau upon eitbor side 
of the UouBU, who did not condemn bia con- 
duct in that respect. I have not met any rea- 
Bonalile moo out of the Houae who did not 
oquallj condemn it. But it seema to deserve 
gour sanction and patronage. Peel forged the 
charge as against mc. And you have given it 
currency with the English Catholies, hy indor- 
sing it with your name and titles of honoiu'. 

You have taken up his quarrel against mc. 
Tou have flung in mj face the "dirt and dust" 
of PecL You have taken up his weapon to 
hreiik my head. We have therefore a right to 
inquire what claims the combatants hod upon 
yon as an English Cailiolic~the character you 
boast of— that jou should make battle for the 
one, or treaclOTOUBly assail the other. Let 
there be no words of mine. Let me give your 
Divn statement of the combatants. You de- 
scribe me— even in that very pamphlet in which 
J am so virulently assailed— in these terms : 

" O'Connell is oudonbtedly the man whom 
" Providence has employed as the dispenser of 
" many blesaioga both to Ireland and 
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yoor degcription of m, v 

with gratnitouB virulence assail. How did yoa 

dcacribe — and truly describe — my antagoiiist? 

"ou said of him — ^let me repeat it — "thatlia 

was a man using misreprcBcntation when he 

found argument to fail. ' You said of hinij^. 

that his mind was fitted to receive ' 

sions contrary to truth, reason, and i 

sense, when lus favoorite prf^udices 

be cherished."* 

Thank you, good English Catholic, for tbf . 

words I You also charged Peel with " makinj^ 

" a solemn and momon 

" the Calholic bi*hops of Ireland," whom yoa 

tken called tho most unimpeachable prelacy In 

the world, — " of being guilty of the moat 

" audacious impiety, in cancelling one of tbe 

"ten commandmenis, in order to flatter thdr 

" favourite propensities to idolatry." 

In short, Jou proved that he made of 
divine deeaJogne itself an instrument of forgi 
and fraud, to injure Catholicity ; that the 
that were uttered on Mount Sinai amid 
lightnings of Heaven, were distorted by hloi 
bigotted party purposes. You stigmatized liini 
aehavingiits torchat those lightnings, in order 
therewith to blast the reputation and annihilata 
the hopes of the Cathollca. You proved him 
to be a blaspbemer for paltry patty porpoaea, 
and you declared that he ought to be exposed 
to the scorn and deHsion of tUe world. 

Yet yoQ ape his Intemperance ; you imitate 
his virulence; and you actually adopt and em- 
ploy his soorrility against the man, without 
whose aid you are forced to acknowledge, thsit 
you would still be in a condition " leorte than 
" an ttliin, and more d>:gradcd than tluil of the 
" mcartf It malefactor " 

Proud lordl Ircjoicein the contrast between 
us. No man with one particle uf feeling- 
would, for your honours and estates, malign 
hia friend and embrace his enemy,— as you, in, 
the purest spirit of gratuitous treachery, ha»i 
volunteered to do. 

Let me revert to the worst part of ji 
charge against me. You acec 
of charity, and of want of jui 
animosity between Ihe two ; 
the chLU'ge over again, and 1 
JOU cannot exaggerate, — its 
when you have cimvinced yourself of Ihe em 
mlty of the guilt it atlcgce, read this 
ssget— 

"The spirit of host ilily which actuates 
"peasajitry of Egiand against the poor, " 
" deririg, eipatriated Iriah, is the 

" WaiCU HAS EVEIl OOVEBBED THE HI 

" UHHAPPI cotJNTat."t Whuse languagojl 
this ? Stand forth, Earl of Shrewsburj^l 
Waterford, and Weiford — for these a 



tbtaO' Are Hmj trne? It It tie true tliat tlie 
Engliah, the biglieBt cIosbcs includod, are, and 
tmr have been, govorn^d bj the Tulgat preju- 
dices and the mean hoatilily of (he lowfBt 
peiuaotB m their treatment of Ireland—then 
what ceDBuie can be severe enough to milict 
upou the ■""" who in his own eontrnyeriiy pub- 
lished these trutha, " exciting animosity and 
hate between tbe two countries," and trbo then 
turns round upon me, and accuses me as tpiilt; 
of deep crime in exciting that animoBitj i 
merely because I Eiud, not that the minority of 
the people of Euglimd who are ProteslantB, 
but a email minorily uf tlie minurily of the 
English people who are Catholics, were hosljle 
to the Irish ? 

And you, — you, Earl of Shrevrabury, thus 
accuse me, and uhorge me with the want of 
charity, of justice, and of truth ) thougti I did 
not go the one tenth of the length of nn- 
cbaritableneas jon yourself proclaimed- 

If it were a crime in me to make the miti- 
gated assertion, what can be the degree of your 
guilt, your want of cbartty, of justice, of 
truth; when you made the sweeping, the all- 
comprehensivB allegation of ever-enduring bit- 
lerness and hostility to the Irish, on tbe pact of 
all classes, " high and low, great and small," of 
tha EngUsb nation ? 

In sad and sober truth, I envy you not your 
position, noble earl I 

Let me come to another piiragrapb, in which, 
without copying Peel, j'ou have gone even be- 
yond aught that ever fell from him. In page 
30, yon have made an lusinuadoii, clearly attri- 
buting to me the basest of all possible motives. 
Tour words are, " Had not people long aur- 
"mised that a continuance of agitation in Ire- 
It land is much more liliely to augment lie nnl, 

.0 benefit the country." 

^Of course nothing more derogatory to man 

~iald be suggested than this last chai'ge. It is 

exaggerate the intensity of its 

le true —or tbe blaok niallguily 

F ita calumny, if it be false. 

This every man must ailmit. Yet you have 
■0 little notion of preserving even the sem- 
blance of veraciouaness, that you actuaUy iiay 
in tha next paragraph, tbat you treat me /oir/y, 
and even indulgenlly ! 

Thanks for the f^mess : ten thousand thanks 
fiior the indulgence ! 

[And now — what will inevitably happen? 
ply, this — that you, who have accused me iu 
l^ess terms of want of charily, of truth, 
md of justice, — you, who have accused me of 
/iralcncG, vituperation, and fALSEHOoD, — yon, 
nrhn have just acuused me of the paltry sonlid- 
~ " la of saoriBoing the loved land of my birth 
„ „ uy own grorellmg pconniary interests, — you, 
who having eKbausted all the resources of yonr 
own rancour, have condescended to resort to 

tliB hackneyed virulence of mine enemy, you, 

who have never received any injury from me, 

E and never heard my voice raised respecting you 
ept for praise,— you, and your English 
udB, espeoittlly joiu: Tory press, will affect 



ft sahitly horror it the vulgarity and oc 
of my invective. Tou will prate of my " abus- 
ing" yon. You will turn up the white of your 
eyes, and thank your stars (hat yen are not like 

Yes — I see it as clearly as if t were already 
reading the phrases of your allies. You and 
they will forget that you have volunteered to 
accuse me of all that is mean, base, seditious, 
aye, and beviilctionahi-. They will forget 
that you yourself, in ail tlie politeness of your 
chivalry, used the very language In which the 
vulgar express their bad passions. Yes — this, 
(aud if needful, ten thousand times more) 
would be forgotten in itself, and forgiven to 
youl You will bo set down as the essence of 
sweet courtesy; and I, who merely defend my- 
self, will be — not tried, but convicted, of all 
unobaritableness. 

Be it so. I consent. But I will not con- 
sent that my claim to "Iherenl" should be 
misDnderstood. That claim may be rqected i 
but it is understood in Ireland ; and it shall not 
be misstated anywbere without refutation. 

My claim is this. For more than twenty 
years before Emancipation, the burthen of the 
cause was thrown upon me. I had to arrange 
the meetings — to prepare tbe resolutions— to 
furnish replies to the correspondence — to exa- 
mine the case of each person complaining of 
practical grievances — to rouse the torpid — to 
animate the lukewarm — to control the violent 
and tile iuflaiun^tory-_to avoid the shoals and 
breakers of the law — to gtard aEainst multi- 
plied treachery — aud at all times to oppose, at 
every peril, the powerful and multitudinous ene- 

To descend to particulars j at a period when 
ray minutes counted by the guinea ; wheti my 
emoluments were limited only by the extent of 
my physical and waking powers ; when my 
meals were shortened to the narrowest space, 
and my sleep restricted to the earliest hours 
before dawn : at that period, and for morethan 
twenty years, there was no day that I did not 
devote from one to two hours, often much 
more, to thu working out of the Catholic cause. 
And lliai without roceivmg or allowing the 
offer of any remuneratioi^ even for the per- 
sonal eipendiluce incurred in the a^tation of 
the cause itself. For four years I bore the en- 
tire expenses of Catholic agitation, without re- 
ceiving tlie contrihotions of otiicrs to a greater 
amount than i74 in the whole. Who shall re- 
pay mo for the years of myluoyant youth and 
cheerful manhood ? Who shall repay me for 
tile lost opportunities of acquiring professional 
celebrity, or for tbe wealth which such distinc- 
tions would ensure ? 

Olhtr honours I could not then enjoy. 

Emancipation came. Yon admit tiiat it vas 
I who brought it about Tbe year before 
Emancipation, though wearing a stuff gOwQ, 
and belonging to the outer bar, my professional 
emoluments exceeded £8,000 ; an amount never 
before realized in Ireland in the souie space of 
time by an eater barrister. 



H»d X adlMTed to my profcasion, I mtut soon 
have been ealled within the biir, and obliinf il 
file precedency of a silt gown. The aeverity 
of mj lahour would have been at onoe much 
mitigated 1 wliilaC the emolumeuta would have 
been coosidErahlj increased. I eouldhavo done 
a much greB.ter variety of hnaineSB with less 
toll, and my profesaiooal income mnat have nc- 
ceaaarily been augmented by probably one- 
half. 

If I had abandoned politics, oven the honours 
of my profeaaion and its highest Blatioiis lay 
fiurly before me. 

But I dreamed a day-dream — wailta dream? 
—that Ireland atin wanted me ; tliat although 
the Catholic ariatocracy and gentry of Ireland 
had obtained most valuable advantages from 
Emancipation, yet the benefits of good govern- 
ment had not reached the great mass of the 
Iriah people, and could not reach them unless 
the Union should be eltbut made a reaUly — or 
unlesa that hideous ineasuco should be ubro- 

I did not hesitate as to my conrae. My for- 
mer success gave mo poreanal advantageH which 
no other man could easily procure, I flung 
away the profession — I gave its emoluments to 
the winds— I closed the vista of its honom-s 
and dignities — I embraced the cause of my 
country 1 and — come weal or come woe — 1 
have made a choice at wlduli I have never re- 
pined — nor ever shall repent. 

An event occurred which I could not have 
foreseen. Once more, liigb professional pro- 
motion was placed within my reach. The office 
of Lord Chief Baron of the Exchequer be- 
came vacant, I was offered it. Or, had I 
preferred the o£ca of Master of tho Rolla, the 
alternative was proposed to me. It waa a 
tempting offer. Its voine was enhanced by the 
manner in which it was made; and pre-emi- 
nentl; so, by the person through whom it was 
made — tho best Englishman that Ireland ever 
saw — the Marquia of Nurmanby. 

But I dreamed again a day-dream-^wai it a 
dream ? and I refused the offer. And here am 
I now taunted, — even by gov, with mean and 
sordid motiiea. 

I do not think I am guilty of the least vanity, 
whan I assert that no man ever made greater 
sainiflces to what he deemed the cause of his 
cooutry than I have done. I care not how I 
may be ridiculed or maligned. I feel tho proud 
consciousness that no public man has made 
more, or greater, or more ready sacrifices. 

Stll! there lingers behind one source of vex- 
ation and sorrow ; one evil, perhaps greater 
tlian all the rest ; one claim, I believe higher 
than any other upun the gratitude of mj coun- 
trymen. It consists in the bitter, the virulent, 
the mercenary, and therefore the more enve- 
nomed hostility towards me, which my love for 
Ireland and for liberty has provoked. 'What 
taunts, wliat reproaches, what calumnies, have 
I not sustained 'I what modes of abuse I what 
vituperation, what slander have been exhausted 
agaiaat mc t what vials of bitterness have bcua 



poured on my head I v 

guagc has not beeu used, abused, and worn out 
in assailing me? what derogatory appellation 
has been spared 1 whattreasuresof m^evoience 
have been expended? what follies have not 
been imputed? in fact— what crimes have I 
not been charged with ? 

I do not believe that I ever had in private 
life an eneniy. I know that I had and havo 
many, »ery many, warm, cordial, affectionate, 
attached friends. Yet here I stand, beyond 
controversy the most and the best abused man 
in the universal world I And, to cap the cli- 
max of calumny, you Come with a lath at your 
side instead of the sword of a Talbot, and yi 
throw Peel's scurrility along with jonr 
into my cap of bitterness. 

All this have I done and suffered for Irelani 
And let her be gratefoi or ungrateful — solvent 
or insolvent— be who insults me for taking ber 
pay, wants the vulgar elements of morali^f 
which teach that the labourer is worthy of hh 
hire; he wants the higher sensations of tlu 
soul, which cnablo one to perceive that then' 
are services which bear no comparii 
money, and can never be recompensed by pei 
niary rewards. 

Yes : I am — I aay it prondly — I am 
hired servant nf Ireland ; and 1 glory in 
servitude. 

I go back to another paragraph — tho 
lat I slial! extract at any length. 1 select it ~ 
especially, because it is a specimen of the 
dexterity of the delusions which you proffer to 
the English Catholics. Speaking of Irish 
grievances, you say that they are principally 
cither fancied, or at least grossly cx^;gerated. 
You add these words : 

"There are cirenmstances when ignorant 
'■ is bliss J and I tiiink if the people of Irelantf 
"were less instructed in their grievances, ' 
"would be much less conscious of them, 
" live in happy iguoranca of half the il 
" which they now so loudly complain. Wasi 

" HE AH OF Rep EA I. (Should never hear of 30, 
" annual murders perpetrated by cold, fami 
" and disease, and most charitabl}' divided 
" between the Irish landlords and British mis- 
"rulel And this, gentle reader, from haa 
" who lias ever been the loudest to extol, {and 
" T am sure very justly so) the charitable ' 
" volence of ills own conntrymen, and the mi 
" strenuous to oppose the introduction of Ft 
"La^vs." (p. 23.) 

This is indeed a specimen of youriaroi'r^^nre. 
It condenses bo many faults and follies, that it 
would be supremely ridiculous, if it were not 
d with qoaiities of a criminal nature, 
truly ignorant yon are of the people of 
Ireland I Or rather, what trouble yon take to 
forget what the Irish people really are I That 
shrewd, that sensible people, that people of 
tact, which exceeds Intellect, are, forsooth, ia 
your ophdon so brutally stupid, that of half 
the ills whereof they now loudly complain they 
would be uncoasciaus, and in a happy igno. 



'% 

n^l 



and^^ 

lOBt^H 

■o<^H 



I 



ce, if they were not iniiructed (tUat \i jOur 
word) in tlieir grievances. Your aHsartion is, 
that (rf tliB grievances of wluch the Iiish com- 
1 bIuii, jome are groial; Ginggeratod, othere are 
merelj CancirDl, and the one-half do not exist 
at all. According to jou, O'Connell is to 
blame for all. It is I who have inyenled 
Uiem. They exist in my statemeiit bat not in 
reality. I hare " intlncled" tho people to 
believo in their eiistence I The Irisli, you tell 
us, are bo stupid, that they hKlieve they arc 
a^^rieved, only because Ileli them thay are bo; 
and that Ihej loudly eompliun of the imafiinary 
grievances, taUng them not from reality, bat 
from my word 1 

Softly, good my lord. Gently 1 There wM 
a lime when I yias not the bett instructor, or 
even the tole instructor of tho Irish people as 
to their grievances. Let us soe, when it was 
VDur intfircHt to descriho Ireland as she was 
and 18, how you " instructed" the Iriah hh to 
the evils they suffered. Then, my lord, yon 
taught the Irish that their best and only hope 
was to looic for the weaknens and humiliation 
of Engluid. " For," said yonr lordship, " the 
"day of Engtaxd'i prasperil!/ hat nmcr yet 
" btra a day of grace or jvalice to Ireland."' 

I now quote from the neit page, where you 
tell us that " History, which is philosophy 
"teaching by example, shows OiaX the mons- 
"lera whom regenerated England employed to 
"govern Ireland, have mowed down whole 
"generations of paidsts at a strokoi ravaging 
" tlie fleld with fire and award, in the hopeful 
"expectation that a harvest of Protestanta 
" would arise ; when, lo and behold ! in lieu of 
" Prot«atanlism, Popery springs up agiJo : but 
" only to bo out down onco more, and to be 
" cast again into the Are. Still the crop of Pro- 
" testants never once grew np. The land was 
" obstinate and improeticuble : and in apile of 
" every new system of experimental coitiva- 
"tion, haseonlinuedasbarrcii of Protestantism 
" and as ferOlo of Popery ever HineB."t 

Again, in a few pages forward, you revert lo 
tho condition of Iriiland. " ParUamont," you 
say, "bus devised one aoheme of emigration 
" after aoothei ; has expended thousands in 
" charter-school grants, and tliouaands in the 
" draining of bogs. Bat misery atili reiyns 
" predominanl, and threaieni the nay gxiaienec 
"of tAt cotintry,"t 

In the next page jou describe " the yearly 
"■ droves of ragged and hungry Irish peasants ; 
■" a faint porirait of the still greater misery 
"they leave behind ; who traverse England in 
"search of a precarioas eHHtence."5 You 
P add the hostility with wliich thoso Irish pea- 
rere met by the English labourers; and 
ntinue thus— I like 10 unuta the passage 
-" But the spirit which actuates liiis 
^feeling of hostility amongst the peasantry of 
^'*'Engliind to the poor, wandering, and eipa- 
P'^ triatcd sons of Grin, it t/it lamo ahieh hat 



" tFir governed the higher tluites in their Ircat- 
" mtal of that unhappy eounlr^."\\ 

Such were jour "inslructions '' when you 
had an interest in teaching the people of Ire- 
bind. You were then as ready to admit the 
existence and reality, and the unendurable 
nature of these grievanoes, as / could be! 
There was then no paltry sneering on your 
part, at miseries which even when described in 
your eloquent style, appear much dindniilied of 
their sad and sorrowlHil reality. 

You now accuse me of stirring up strife 
between the two conntries ; of calumniating 
the English, and misrepresenting their lUsposi- 
tions lowarda the Irish. But when it suited 
jour own purpoaes, yon emphatically pro- 
claimed that " Ungland'i protperiy aaa 
" Ireland"! oppreaim ; for that the day of 
"England's prosperity waa never a, day of 
"grace or justice to Ireland." You then 
youraelf prociiumed this very sentiment, even 
more extensively than I did--that the English 
people, "high and low, great and small, wore 
" equally hostile to tlie poor sons of Erin'' — 
I love to adopt your words. 

There was, however, part of the counsel 
which yon suggested to the people of Ireland 
at that time, which I condemned then and con- 
demn now. Mark this— mark the disloyal 
suggestion in the following passage. Tou say, 
" In irrelchedHcss the Iriih outvie llieie papitle 
" of the Eait, lAe very Greekt thenueloei, mth- 
" out being eqnally forttmale in attraetingthe 
" eompaiiion or good aiil of the nation. The 
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"lament hini."% 

Yoa were harrying us on a little too fast, Earl 
of Shretvsbnry. But we were too wise and too' 
loyal to take your iiint, or to believe from jou 
that death would be " lureeteneif by sanguinary 
rebellion. 

Look at the passages Ihave just quoted from 
your former work, and then blush Tor sliame. 
Biush— for your falsehood, if you think you 
have stated untruths. Blush, if you have stated 
the truth, (as jou certainly Aous done) for your 
malignant ealmnny upon those who continue to 
repeat your truttu. But, above all and before 
all, unk with shame tb the earth at the ab- 
surdity of suppDsii^ that the Irish do not know 
and understand their own grievances ) or that 
they would ho in " happy ignoranoe" (I) if they 
were not told of their miseries. Even John 
Boll himself, who is not tho most perceptive of 
nnimals, is beginning to perceive that on empty 
belly ia, a^cr all, no joke. 

Having disposed of the matter of " the fie- 
litioui grlecaaoM of the /n'lA"— (would lo 



heaven thit thej tpwe 6ctitiouB!) let me rcrcrt 
to another part of the leu^liEned paragr^i-h 
■wliioh I haye abOTe eitrauled from jour letter, 
St page S3. 

Tou tliere sneer at me for mj i>raine uf the 
cbaril; BDiI benevoleuco of the Iriah people; 
and in particular for m j opposition to the Poor 
lisw. Are you aware that llie Irish Poor Law is 
much more liarsh and cmel than that ofEngland ? 
Are you aware that the commissi onera aremorc 
despotic than in Ent;laDd? Arejouawiu'ethBtno 
relief whateyec — nolnottothee - - - . 
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bouse? Are ;ou aware that the same crnel 
separBtioD of families cakes place here aa with 
you? Are you, above all things, aware that 
what could have ea«l; been forDtoId has alreaity 
OCcurred^ — that fleclarian prejudice has already 
made the poor-house iu more than one locality 
an instrument of vexation, If not of actual per- 
aecution to the Catholics ? and that this spirit 
Is natnrallj, nay, t>ecessari)y, fated to increase 
under the iiia.uapiciona reign of the present ad- 
ministration — those friends whom jou cherieh 
and for whom you do battle? Are you aware 
that, although trom this wretchedly impover- 
ished city upwards of £30,000 in the last year 
have been eipended, and in this year more than 
£40,000 must be levied; yet both our union 
vrorkhouses are completely fiill ; not one ad- 
ditional pauper can he received, though the gates 
are thronged with the imploring destitute I Our 
atreets are crowded with meadiconts, and our 
institutions of voluntary charity feel the pressure 
of claimants beyond their means of relief, and 
are struggling iu a precarious slate uf exist- 
ence; wliilBt tho poor-law osutbliahment itself 
costs as much money as would, if Judiciously ap- 
piied, relievemDchfTDrymuch of our destitution. 

I thank yoQ, wj Lord, for your sneer at my 
opposition to the Poor Law. It waa not cour- 
teous, but it was useful to me. I was opposed 
, to the Poor Law. I am so suH. Other mea- 
eurea should have preceded it; measures of 
vitality to the resUBcitation of Ireland. And 
even then it should have been so essentially 
different from the present law, as nut to be re- 
cognizable as belonging to the same oategury. 

I assure you, my lord, that I have now most 
numerous converts to my opinion ; and those 
who vihHed me once upon tills tD{dc now laud 
my sagacity. 

Althaugh I have thus roceived vrith mode- 
ration and temper your sneering insinuation 
respeeting my opposition to the Poor Law, hnw 
shall I be able to controul my disgust and ab- 
horrence of the contempt uous levity with wliich 
JOU treat tho annual perishing of myriads of the 
Irish people l^om eold, famiiio, aud disease? 
Tou treat as something monstrous, my repre- 
sentation of the loss that Ireland auataina iu her 
populalJOD, of 50,000 persons annually. Cold, 
crnel, heartless man as you are — how dare yon 
throw the cloalc of your protection over this 
wholesale destructjoo 7 Mine a misstalement t 
Hine an ciaggcratlt 
look at the census for 18^1 — then look 



for ]e<3]— then at that for 18jl. You will 
there And that the population of Ireland in- 
creased between 1821 and 1831, by 965,370) 
wliilst tliey increased between 1831 and 1841 bj 
only 437,UBl>i makings diffarence in the laat 
teu years of 637,690 ; and thus giving for eaolt 
year of tho last tou ycara, a defalcation, not of I 
50,000. as Ihodeipresseditin round uumberst 
but of 52,729 souis, as actual eaumeration de- I 



What haa produced this eitraotdinary lUf- 
ference between the two periods? Not ami'- 
gration j for there was as much emigration in 
the first ten years as in the lost — pertiaps more. 
Wbathas then produced it? THE DEPO- 
PULATING SYSTEM; the Irish landlorda, 
who cleared their farms of human beings to 
augment the number of oxen and swine : anil 
the Tory faction, then aa landlords, 
power, who countenance the eiterminatora. 

As you are so aniions to torn the Edl 
Catholics over to the ranks of the Tories, 
support of the present administration, you. 
hear with some not very christian pit 
the Irish Tory K'ovemmeut has chosen tor na 
legal adviser at the Castle, a barrister who baa 
been accused, without contradiction, of bavins 
depopolated his property of 173 Catholics, to 
make room for fourfamilies, of whom three wer« 
Proteatonla, and the fourth differing nothing in 
politics, andprobably not much more in religion, 
l^m the Protestanta. 

Yea, my lord. Ton may sneer at me for 
saying that 50,000 of the Irish perish yearly of 
cold, famine, and disease. Bui how else can 
you acuount for this diminution in our popn- 
lotion? You, yourself,— t have quoted your 
words — ^you have said that the Irish peaeanta 
perished by the deadly ptuson of disease and 
famine, with scarcely a heart to lament (bem. 
Kin, indeed, have no heart to bewail them I If 
you had, would you — could yon assail with 
ribaldry and with Uttle jests, the man who in 
sober melancholy deplores the misery of his 

as murderers, those who cause them to perish? 

You cannot deny that they perish. In what 
silken terms shall you treat their slayers ? — or 
how will you palliate the crimes they comiuit 
against man and against God? Ireland has 
not ceased to be fertile and naturally produc- 
tive. No blight has come upon her pl^nB. 
No sterility has visited her soil. Theblesslnga 
uf nature, the boanties of Providetioc, ore as 
abundant in the last decade as in the former. 
Sneer at me as you please ; bo as ribald tow- 
ards mo as you ohuose. You do well to pass 
over with flippant and fastidious levity, this 
the depopuktinn of the Irish notion. Bat how 
can you aecount fur the wholesale deatruction 
of human hFe, in any other way than the crnelty 
of the landlords, and tho ungcnial rule of the 
government ? 

In 1828, when you published your "Reasona 
for not taking the Teat," in aid of tlie intcresta 
of your order, and in the promotion of your 
own worldly ohjeits, you staled the fact that 
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; nhile ssvicllms of England 
"Wey ratnor pined oat a. miseralile esisteuce, 
■■ or unk beneath the slow bol deadly poison 
"of disease and famine." I have, [hercforc, 
your own CCBdnionj of the tAen existing misery 
of tlie people of Ireland. 

Since that time, tlie conmiiBBi oners of Poor- 
Law Inquiry l*»o Mcertoinod by actual enu- 
meradon, that no leaa than S,30D,()D0 of the 
Icisb poor require cbariUiblB relief for at leosi 
a portloa of each year. T did, my lard, extol, 
and load); eitol the ehariCable benerolence of 
loy cDuntjyoiDn ; and tliongb yon taunt and 
deride nie for dmng so, 1 repeat my praisn. 
For, my lord, thla multitude of paupers, whilst 
tliey may blame bad govemraent for their 
wetehednusa, found, ai maay of them still find, 
the means of existence in the benevolenee of 
their fellow-eoutilrymen, tliough alnioat as 
wretched as they wore thcmaelvea — an Instance 
of charitable benevolence, with such limited 
means, more citonsitc than that aiforded by 
any other people on the ^n of the globe. 

There rcmdns one phrase in the paragraph 
wlileh I have last quoted IVora your pmnphlet 
and commented oo, which deaerrca to stand 
forth in all the promiaence of capitals. Here 
are your words :_■' WERE IT NOT FOB 
O'CONNELL, WE SHOULD NEVER 
HEAR OF BEPEAL." 

If I were disposed to use harab language, 
might I not ask bow you could presume to 
make such aji aasertion ? But I will limit my- 
self to asking, whether any man, eircomstanced 
as yuu arc, eier made so unwise and aulf- 
derogatory an assertion. 

Mark me — until Emanelpatioo was obtained, 
I postponed oil agitation of the Bepeal of the 
Union. But 1 would not be guilty of any de- 
ception. I therefore publicly avowed that Che 
Hepeal was my ulterior object ; and I declared 
and aelfid on the declaration, that it should 
abeyance udUI Emaucipation was 
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Shrewshury, to the folloi 

•■ To say nothing of days long since gone by, 
"the hire memory of which harrows up [he 
" very aoul, let us east a glance at the biatory 
" of limes so recent as to be within the reool- 
" lection of all ; and when neither ignorance, 
" nor barbarUm, nor any fancied provocation 

"offiir a palliation for the wrongs we" [the 
EngUab] "bave inflicted. No details are re- 
" iiuiaite to illustrate tlic [rictarc. The shades 
"are so deep, and the general gloom that per- 
" vades tlin whole piece ia so profound, as to 
'■ be visible to alL Goaded into rrbellioH by 
" the wilj) foliey of a aicked and ambitiw 
"minisleri then terrified by the atrocities 
"committed in her aulyugalion— she was Li- 
" velgled into a renunciation ot her righia 
"and a resiguaOon of her iudependenee, 
" WhUe thus captivated by bribes, overawed 



" by tbreaia, and deceived by promises, in an 
" evil hour did she consent to throw herself DO 
"the mercy of her BEiE.tTLKiE hasteb. 

■■ iiE ha, bin, a ilafi imhad of a handmaid'^ 
" a HTvile drpendftil instead of an /lonourable 
"paTtner, Though full setenand twenty years 
" have elapsed slnoo her marrii^e ai-tlclcs were 
" signed, and she became I^ally lietrotbed to 
" her imperious lord, during which period she 
"has ever moat religiously comported herself 
" as a dutiful and submissive consort, ahe has 
" never been pertnitled to Bolemniie her nup- 
"tlals but by mourning and by sorrow. A« 
"yet the note of gladness bu never dwelt 
"upon her ear, nor happiness ever eetlleil on 
"her brow; neither has she been decked In 
" her bridal dress nor partaken of her bridal 
" banquet. The fruits of a happy union bave 
"never yet appeared, neither was it to J>v ex- 
" peeled that they should. For there uvif too 
" much of fraud and violence neceaiiary to effcc- 
" fate the iBurriage eontrncl. There mm too 
" wide a departure from the prineiplei Kpiin 
happs alliance tOMldbtfoundtd, 
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hose lohich have rendered thia Union 
7e of good and to prolific of nit. 
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"cu!<xry for a hgal marriage, SHE HAS 
"JDST CAUSE TO DEMAND A DIS- 
" SOLUTION OP THAT TIE, which could 
" oidy have been valid and effectual by tlie free 
" consent of the contracting parties, and by 
" the atrici fulfilment of the stipulated con- 
" ditions.''* 

Your language becomes too prurient for me 
to quote more — nor is It necessary. 

But in sober truth it ia all but utterly in- 
crciUble that yoB should be the author of the 
piu'BgraphI luive now quoted; tbat^oH should, 
twelve years ago. have written and published 
so strong a reprobation of the Union, and so 
ardent an appeal for the dissolution of that lie ; 
and yet that you should have alio published the 
aasertion that " Weub itmot job O'Cdnheli, 

WE NBVKU SBOVLD BEAB OF ReFEAL " I 

It may be accounted fur, indeed, If, (as 
some wicked wags assert) you used tlie pen 
and the bead of some assistant compoaer, anil 
only paced the composition of another with 
yoor Aame, and the style, title, and dignity of 
your blushing bonouls. If that be so (which 
I do not buUeve) the individual who wrote iij 
162B the first paragraph, may have been other 
and diSbrent ft'om 1dm who wrote the charge 
against me in 1B41. Thus yoQ mi^t possibly 
escape the guilt of plain, palpable, untmtbful 
contradiction. 

If, on the other hand, you wrote both the 
first and the last paragraph ; If you In IS2H 
viTote that most powerful and eloquent pas- 
sage demonatrating the fitness of the Repeal of 
the Union, without ever baving had tlie slightest 
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subjeeli if fou also 

published in 184i, ' 

O'Conuelt we should 

— oiailt you, " nmer" 

facts, I must say you occupy as unenviable a 

position as any human being possibly can be 

placed in, who either posseisscs or affccta a. 

regard for VCTacity. Would (o heaven that 

some one would buy a parrot, aad teach him ta 

cry in your car, "that if it were not for 

O'Cnno^, yon never should hoar of Repeal ! " 

Bead oace morB your description of the 
causes and consequences of the Union i and 
then recollect what it was for which you ac- 
cused ma of " want of charity — of justice — of 
truth)" in Gxcitiog "hatred and animosity" 
between the two countries : thun, if you have 
the sentiments of a Chiistian or the feelings of 
a man, retract -^repent — amend! 

Delighted as I may be at this exliibition of 
a man who, without the smallest provocation 
save the latitude he owes me, has assailed 
me in a tone of such nnjustifiablo Timlonco, I 
most not in the hilarity of my trioraph forget 
the interests of Ireland. 

Ydu sJlcged in your anti-union paragraph 
that Irehmd " cosuntfif' to throw herself on 
the mercy of lier " rtUnllcit rnaitcr," meaning 
thereby England. You are mistaken. Ireland 
NEVER consented to the Union i as I shall 
presently show more in detail. Ireland nerer 
did — Ireland doea not — Ireland sever will con- 
lent to the Union. She suffers it only BUlil the 
favourable momeat occurs to dissolve it, and 
by dissolving it to render the connexion with 
the British Crown perpetual. 

There remains much more matter deserving 
of comment in your letter. Though it is not 
easy to sec what yoar drift is, your leading 
idea,' the "grande penih" of your mind ie the 
sDSteatatlon of the Com.laws. The second 
object seems to he a preposterous and most un- 
called for attack upon me. The third consists 
in your endeavour to attach tlie banner of 
English Catholicity to the ark of triumph of 
the Tory administration. The first of these I 
have disposed of. On the second I have said 
more than enough. Of the third, the most 
nngraciouB of all, little more remains to be 
told. I cannot help, however, noticing tlie 
fatal facility with which joa persuade yourself 
of the actual existence of that which is only 
the deceptive ereatore of jour taiaginatJon. 

It is this ; in page 36 you say, " There is 
"abundant proof that the Duke of Wellington, 
" Sir Robert Peel, and oven Lord Lyndliurst, 
own solemn and deliberate 
d fully and fairly intend to carry 
"out the Catholic Relief Bill in a spirit of jual 
" equality," 

Let me assure you that instead of "abund- 
ant proof," there is no proof at all of any 
Buch thhig. bnt emphatic^ly and directly the 
reverse. During the discusBions on the Catho- 
lic Belief BUI, Peel repeatedly ineiBted on the 




great advantages Protestantism would deiivo 
from conciliating tlie pr^udices of the Ca- 
tholics ; this ho insisted on as the leading 
of the Gonuession ta the CatholioB. 
The Dnke of Wellington proclaimed his it 
tion to give them ales^al as conlra-distingiu 
ftum a practical equality; and he has been 
perfectly couiustent ever since. He liaa alwi^ 
declared that the government should enconracs 
Protestants. His repeated attacks upon 
d MclLi'iorne's administration, were pcin- 
cipally on the ground that it did not eneourage 
the Prolealantt. His cuckoo-cry has alwaja 
been, " encourage the Protestants." 

Now you cannot encourage the Protestantg 
lucA, without preferring them to and exclud- 
ing the Catliolics ; and that, it is of courss 
□vodless to say, is the game winch the present 
adminiatration in Iceland are playing since 
they came into otlice. 

I wish I could make you perceive in what an 
lomaJoua situation you place yourself, whsp 
you declare that you are the friend, paLronp 
and advocate of the Tory administration. Saw 
bitteriy do the people of Ireland feel joor 
cruelty, when they hear that the Catholic Harl 
of Shrewsbury is the ally and advocate of Dor 
■, governors I When they see the con- 
enemy of Catholic education selected 
coif I When they see the private legal 
adviser of the Castle chosen from amongst tbe 
avowed depopulatora of Ireland! When tbey 
heboid Soiicant Jackson (for his name at ^ 
J must have reached you, and therefore 
iption is unnecessary) appointed soUcitor 
general t When they feel tliat Dr. LafVoy is 
raised to the supremo bench of justice — a man 
wliom no mora unrelenting enemy of Ca- 
tholicity evcrexistodi he whose opposition to 
the Catholic Emancipation Bill was carried to 
audi an extent, as to declare that the passing 
of it into law would dissolve the duty of alls. 
glance to the crown; when they feel that he 
is to have the iBapoaal of their properties, their 
liberties, and their Hves; when they perceivB 
that tbe stipendiary magistrates (whose r«al 
responsibility made them hunest, or at least 
kept them so) are in progress of dismissal; and 
when they bear, shuddering, of the augmenta- 
tion to the magisteria! bench, of irresponsible 
persons, who aro not the frieitdn of Caihnlio 
Ireland ; when they hear and know and feel .nil 
this, and much more, and when they leain that 
gou, a Catholic earl, are the advocate, sap- 
porter, and ally upon principle of this ungenial 
government — O t with what a hearty cxeora- 
tion they wiQ scathe your luune, exclaiming, 
" He may be Catlioltc— but is he not English ?" 
Blame them not, my lord- You yourself told 
them that " the feeling of hostility amongst 
" the operatives of England to the poor sons of 
" Ireland, is the same which has ever governed 
" the higher classes in their treatment of that 
"unhappy country." 

Your Tory friends and alUes have not con- 
tented theaudves with merely disturbing the 
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ROUTcea of jusUce. They have not been satisBed 
with selecting; partizajis fur all-iiuportaut dSccb. 
The influence qf their deodu has goue inlitiilely 
farther than the powers of public fuoctionaries. 
It lias ralUeii the scattered spirita of Orangiam. 
The jell of '• To hell with the Pope I" is again 
heiird. iriumpbant, and that stream of Csthulic 
blood which the Whigs first checked and then 
stopped, Dutpoiira agaiD. 

Instead of sneering and taontiiig ua Ca- 
tholics of Irelaad, do bnt take up sonie of llie 
honat Irish newspaper! ; in particular take the 
trouble of reading the Bil/atl yindieator ; jou 
will find the repetition of outrages, which mark 
(he aiiion of Torjiam in Ireland since its late 
restoration to power. 

In one number of that paper in the present 
month, no less than four atrocious outrages are 
detaded so circumstantially, as to eicite that 
lively interest ivbich the certaJnt; of their truth 
ouitht to inspire. 

I mean to inflict them all upon you. But in 
order to seduce juu into the perusal, I bc^n 
Willi the lightest: — 

•' Cornreang. Dec. 30, 1841.— About nine 
" o'clock, on the night of Monday last, a num- 
" her of Orangemen were observed walking 
" along the road leading from Lnrgan to 
"Bleary, with guna in their bands, singing 
" Orange songs. When they arrived at the 
" rpaidence of a man named Owen M'Niemcy, 
■'they fired three abots at his house, and struck 
"the door violently with the butts of Iheir 
" guns, Bhoutiiig feroeiously, ' To Hell with the 
" Pope r After they had vfrenked their wrath 
" Buffieienllj upon this femily, they withdrev^, 
" cheering in a most frightful manner. When 
" this insulted man thought it safe to open Mb 
" door, he observed the wadding burning on 
" the top of the house; and were it not th.it | 
" the day was wet, thos preventing the thatch 
" from taking fire, in all probabiUly the house 
" would have been consumed." 

The second is under the some date, and has 
features of a peculiar character. You will 
perceive the artillery soldicra were engaged in 
it. YoQ may also have an inkling of the mode 
in which juatice is adtniniatered to the Catho- 
bcs. Tou, who are so hearty a Tory, should 
read, meditate, and inwardly digest these facta ; 
" Charlemonl—Thn Orangemen of this 
" place arc never very baclnvard in the work 
" of destruction and tiot. Worse still, the ar- 
" tlUery at present atationed here are almost in 
" the daily habit of abusing Catholica. A fow 
" days ago, one of these gallant sons of Mars 
" went through the slrccta, shouting, ' To hell 
"with the bloody Pope I' in a most furious 
" manner. He tlien commenced an attack on 
" the bouae of a Catholic, named Temisoa, 
'* who, m BBlf-defence, retaliated, and struck 
" the artilleryman, A few houra aubaeqnentlj, 
" Ternison and his journeyman were arrested 
" in their beda by some o( the Moy police. 
" without any order from a magistrate, kept all 
^ " night in Moy blackhole, and ncit day de- 
|^^_*'[aiQed prisoners iii (.'barlcmont garrison, 



"where they underwent a very le 
" amination, which terminated in the sending 
"of Ternison as a prisoner to Armagh gaol, 
"guarded by a party of the 56th regiment. 
" The result of the inveatigatlon has had the 
" effect of sOmulatlng the royal artillery to tra- 
" verse noeturnally the streeta of Charlemont, 
"and abuse any Catholic who may chance to 
" come in their way. On the night of the S8th 
" instant, between the hours of eight and nine 
" o'clock, two bombardiers, when within a few 
" perches of the garriaon, conunenced ahout- 
"iiig, 'To htU with Iht Fop»r Aboottea 
"o'clock on Christmas night, (he Orangemen 
"of Moy and Charlemont went through the 
" atreels of the latter, ehouting, ' To hrll silh 
"Iht Pope I' when, aa Simon, John, and 
" Patrick Hyan, three Catholics, were pas^ng 
"through the town on their way home, tbey 
" were attacked by a host of Orangemen, who 
"abused them ao inhumanly, that they conld 
" not be conveyed to Mr. Olphert's, the nearest 
"neighbouring magiatrate." 

The tliurd requires no comment. Oh I how 
delighted we ought to be with the English Ca- 
tholic alliea of the present administration I that 
administration for which ^ou write, and for 
which the "political caitiff' Sir John Gerard 
votes. If it were not " immoiiinrly," I would 
Biggest to you to place on your cscutchoun far 
the future, " To hell with the Pope!" aa your 
best and most ^projiriate motto. 

" On Christmas evening, a number of the 
"Orangemen of Killyman committed a moat 
" BBvogo outrage in that locality. Aa two men 
"named Kennedy were returning home, after 
" accompanying the Catiiolic clergyman (o his 
" own houae — tho reverend gentleman having 
" had a sick call from their sister-in-law — they 
" were attacked at a place called Longbey s 
" Comer, by a party of vagabonda, who com- 
" menced shouting 'To hell with the Pope,' 
"and throwing stones at them lu such a violent 
" maimer, tliat ttie poor men were compelled 
" to fly for refuge to the house of a Protestant 
"named Fultun. Here the Kennedys did not 
"remain long, on account of the riotous con- 
"duct of th^ opponents, who swore that if 
" Fulton did not turn them out, they woold pull 
" his house about his ears. Fulton not being 
"able to protect them, the persecuted men took 
" flight for the house of their brother, when 
" tbey were again hotly puraueiL They reached 
" the place in safety j but the mfBans coming 
"* up immediately, commenced yelling hideously, 
" throwing volley after rolley of atonea through 
"the windowa and against the door, until the 
"latter waa forced open. They then rushed 
"in, and tore down tho shelves and every other 
"moveable article they could lay their hands 
" upon ; never ceoung until they left the place 
" an entire wreck. In the room lay the dying 
" woman, mother of seven young children, 
" who were all with their parent at the time. 
" Hearing the noiae, tbe little croaturas hid 
" thcmaclvos under the bedding, thinking that 
"thus they would be safer j but one of the 
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•'lufljum, hearing Ihcir cries, Trent up to llie 
" spat, and tlimat a baj^oael into the cav ^leC, 
" plunging ic into the Itead of a boy nine yeara 
"of nge. One of the fellows then asked where 
"the price of a cow w»a, that Kennedy had 
" sold the day befoce. NotwiUiBtauding all his 
" menaces, he did not succeed in this. Otbers, 
" finding that the Kenuedys had made Ibcir 
" (wvape through n back window, went to the 
" bouse of one of their brolhera-in-Ian', niuncd 
" M'Gillixn, and wrecked lUs houEo, tearing his 
" weba, and smaaliing ills weaving appamtua. 
" Poor M'Gillian hlmacif, who is a weak, In- 
"flrm, old man, th«y forced to rise from his 
"bed, by encircling his body with the points of 
" their bayonets. They then amused them- 
" selves by malting him cry out, ' To hell with 
"Che Pope r for some lime, after which the 
" roffiana left. Their worthy companions did 
"not retire from Kemiedy's, until afltr the 
" most urgent remonatrancea on ihc part of a 
" respectable Protealnnt named WiniToas. The 
"poor woman and the Utile woundi^d boj still 
" Temun in a very dangerous state." 

There remans one more. It ia indeed aig- 
nificimt! I cajuiot detain you Irom peruaing 
it : and then I will leave jou to enjoy the fom- 
forlable reflection llmt lltin ia the power you 
would consolidate and perpetuate. Aye.— and 
you would do so — sacred heaven 1 — in the name 
of religion — of the Catholic religion t 

*'The public will naturally desire to have 
" the facts connected with the murder of 
" M'Ardle enlmiy stated; and we give below 
" the desired narrative, aa furnialied liy an au- 
"tbority in every respect competent to the 



" A more cold-blooded or otrociona mardcr 
" than that of M'Ardle was never ptrpetratad. 
"HeeoUect, there was no riot, no drunken 
" broil, no provocation whatsoever. The facts 
"are these:— The Orangemen of Shanaghan, 
" who designate themaelvcB by the auubriijuet, 
""■" " ' the gold pinka," and others from the town- 
! ' "lands of Moneyalaudj CrosskUt, Drumudon- 
"ald, and tlie neighbouring hftunta, retired 
" after the shooting match to a public house on 
^ "the road leading to llateabrEdge. Four Ca- 
" thoUo boys, some of them sons of most re- 
" tp?ctable farmers in the ueighbonrhoodipasaed 
"by where the Orangemen hadussEmhledi and 
" after passing quietly and peaceably down the 
" road, went into another public hoase. kept 
"also by a Protestant. They had scarcely eo- 
" tared, when word w»fl brought to tlio lund- 
" lord of the bouse, tliat the Orungomcu were 
"coming to murder tllem, and that their ven- 
" geance was purticularty directed against one 
"of the M'ArdlpB, son to Brian M'Ardle—a 

" gigantic strength. At that age he weighed 
"fourteen and a-half stone, nil hone and sinew; 
" yet although of such amaring slrength, ho was 
" one of the nioat harmless and InolFeusive 
" young men in the entire country. It ia said 
" that he never was heard of as being engaged 
" in a quarrel. The landlord huramiely warned 



" him against his danRer, and sent him through 
" a back n^ndow. Reran to the house of a 
" Catlioiic, named Murphy. The Orangemen, 
"when they did not find him, aaaaulled those 
" in the bouse, and afterwards pursued him !n 
" force into the house where he took renitce. 
"after rendering him nearly senaelesa, they 
" dragged him outaide the doors of the house. 
" 7uia of llu htarlless rnvrdertrl held kirn, 
" whilst a third, placing Hit muztle of the mviiel 
•' Inaded aiith hall don to hii heart, UltraBf 
"iplit the heart in two I Three more esMe i^, 
"andilabbedandmaxgUdthecorptsmlhgraptt 
" His brother received a ball in the head, ttnd 
" is severely woanded. Others were woiUided 

These eitructs are tidien from a. sinijle pub- 
lication of the Belfait findicator. There h 
just placed before me the last Tablet — that df 
Saturday, the ISth of January. Look at psga 
40 for an extract from the same newspaper Of 
a subsequent date. Bead there the appalling 
fact, tJiat since tlie restoration of the Orangl 
Tor]' rule, four foul murdcra have been pMt> 
petrated in one county alone, the county of 
Uovm, during the last three months 1 Be«$ 
if yoD can, with a dry eye, tlio atoly of in 
M'Ardle, roaming throngh the country wHB 
his murdered son's coat on his oim-^a ratllli 
maniac 1 ^^ 

Oh. Lord Shrcwabury t Your friends, the 
Tories, have a strange way of showing tSe 
'•jny and sentrotUg of their Irimnph." ' 

Perhaps this ia what you meant, when yoa 
aasured ua at page 6, that the " new men" — aa 
yoD fantaaticallyealied the Tory admlnistratioif, 
would in -the " joy and generosity of tb^ 
triumph" 6b guided btj moderation I 

You eannot however be permitted to escapa 
condign rcprobatioti upon the poor pretext ttut 
you were ignorant of the Orange faction ; thU 
you were unacquainted with the intqnitons md 
sanguinary spirit of that party. No, my lord, 
I cannot allow you to eacapo censuro on any 
Bucb pretext. You wrote a book — yon wrote \ 
predime book. How sagacious was the ac- 
clamation, " Oh that mine enemy would wrila 
a book I" Mineeitcmy has — thanks to my kindlr 
stars— writlen a book. Let me give yon olio 
more quotation from it, loscal your literary «ud 
political fate for ever and tor aye. Here it ia ; 
"Ireland ia giveu over to a iiii.gvoi.biIT 

"ciottGEB ON ITS VICTIMS: B factjou sgainst 
" which innDcwce i> no protection, onda verdict 
" of * not guilty' nn acquittal ; and to brighten 
" her prospects for the future, her ocoieal and 
" dclemtined eiumiet are placed at tlia head Hf 
"the ffOBeiTtrnent. Good Godl when will th« 
" folliea of our rulera cease ?"* 

Was there ever a passage disclosing a more 
perfect knowledge of the subject? It is a pas- 
sage of perpetual truth and evcr-iiving mcU- 
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rscy. It is thebistory ofthei>asamgday. But 
what a most monstrouH and unnntur&l tjlianco 
is that which subaiela between him who wrote 
that paragraph, anil tliB " atowed and deter- 
mined enemiea of Ireland," whom he lien 
deacribed acd has now cmhraeedi aad smnnKst 
whom he ia Dumbered. Alas for consistency ! 
It is witli paiu I am forced to devlare that it 
is difficult to oulculats arithmetically the num- 
ber of iihapea, in which, in bi> short a pamphlet, 
you ha>e rendered yonraelf thencoff and scorn of 
the tluDking portion of mankind. Andevenyour 
attempts to escape from the ludicrous position 
which yoD have adopted, raise the sense of 
ridicule to BO high a pitch, aa to cease to excite 
inerrjujent, and to render jou only worthy of 

The most ridiculous of all is the effort 
yon malie to justify a ruliellion, if it had hap- 
pened in the attainment of Cailiolic Emanci- 
pation. Yoor clonic quotation. " in extremiu 
eitrema tentanda sunt," goes tbe full leugth of 
revolutionary determlnalion. Pamper yourself 
with youT notions of loyalty as mucb as you 
please, it is a jacobin, a cbartist phrase; redo- 
lent of physical farce and sanguinary violence. 
It seems as if you liad preached the doctrine, 
that the immeoaegoodof the endio he achieved 
justifies any means of achievement. Ifthatbe 
your seutiment, you ougbt to know that such a 
maxim directly contradicts Catholic di>ctriue 
andmorallty. Youhoweveriusistupotiit; yoQ 
assert at page 17, Ibat while yuu were strug- 
gling for EmancipflUon, the object then was 

THE aisK— aye, the risk of insurrection — re- 
bellion — revolution. Xouadd, indeed, thai the 
danger was small. You, however, embraced 
it; and now avow that yonweredeterminod to 
embrace it in every extremity. 

Good my lord, I do assure you I was totally 
unaware that so bumble an agitator as mysolf 
had for one of my colleagues so decided a ru- 
-volutJonist aa your lordship. To be sure, I 
knew full well that there was no danger of in- 
surrectionary violence or rebeltion. But vrhilat 
I was arranging my civic forces for parliamen- 
tary victory, you, it seems, had your imagination 
full of tented fields and glorious deeds of arms. 
In your martial ardour, you dreamt of an Irish 
Cressy, Poitiera, or Agineourt. Instead of 
being the Talbot of peaceM and indefensible 
Towers, you were in your visions of glory con- 
verted into another Tijbot of an hundred fights ; 
the triumphant vaJiy.uisher on tbe ensanguined 
Geld of slaiu. 

But, in Bobersadness, thisispreciousl Tour 
personal interests were involved in the conic ' 
at that tiiQo. A question of the utmost ii 
portancG and value to ;yoii individually, was 
agitated. The contest involved i/our elevation 
from a political state of the lowest degradation, 
to the high rank, privileges, and prerogatives 
of the prondest earl in England. Accordingly, 
every body is called upon by you to axlmit, that 
>_ in order to win for you this gemmed and glit- 
|^^_t«ring prize, no agitation could be too violent. 



no declamation too inSammalory, no eloquence 
too pverpowering ; no constituted antborities 
could be bearded with too much ferocity ; no 
orgaoizatioD could he too revolutiooary I Even 
if all this and much more had esiatad, you have 
justified it ail iu thiee words, " it imit wortli iKe 
rU/i." 

Is it necessary for me to contrast the over- 
weening preference which you give to the cause, 
in which were Involved your peraflnnl interests 
and privileges, with tlie contemptuous indif- 
ference with which you treat tbe more tranquil 
and more patriotic movement, which now ani- 
mates the peaceful but determined myriads' of 
Irishmen in looking for tbe Bepeal of the 
Union? That repeal is a national cause. It 
involves a question between legislative inde- 
pendence and entire servitude. I need only 
appeal to your own eloquent words already 
quoted, descriptive of some of tbe evils th^ 
have flowed Irom the Union. But you baVe not, 
my lord, described the one half of tliesc evils. 
You yourself have told us that your country- 
men. " high and low, great and small," bate us. 
And they have now an opportunity of working 
out that hatred. Yon liave described the in- 
cessant and unmitigated horrors which England 
has indicted on ns, even before tbe baleful 
Union; and which you showed to continue 
down to your date in 1828. The Poor Law 
Commission has since brought to li|j;ht the 
frightful accession of subsequent misery. The 
accumolating recurrence of destitution and pes- 
tilence mark its frightful progress. Another 
&mine is impending : while our " avowed and 
determined enemies" (bow I thank you for the 
wordal) are placed at tbe head of the govem- 

Your pamphlet may be reduced in tlie Ian- 
goage of common seoaeto a few words, con- 
taining tlie full scope and meaning of your 
Irish pohticB. 'Whilst your own interest waa 
involved in the political content of Ireland, th™ 
it was lawful and commendable to incur any 
risk, to undergo any danger in order to attain 
yHHT object. But now it is culpable iu the ex- 
treme to make any exertion, to continue any 
agitation for the political rights, tbe prosperity, 
or tbe liberty of Ireland, 

For myaelf; whilst I was labouring not 
merely ailh, but — what is infinitely more impor- 
tant—Jar yon, there was no oncoHragement too 
vivid, uo praise too exaggerated, to be bestow- 
ed by you upon me. Nitnif when, as I readily 
admit, nothing can be acliieved for you but the 
giving you In a higlier degree that w-bicb yon 
already enjoy i now indeed tbe tables are sadly 
turned, and no censure can be too severe, no 
insinuation can be too degrading, do invective 
too gross to he bestowed on me by you. 

Perhaps these things are consistent vrith Inlo- 
giity and simple honesty ; but full oertmn I am 
that they do not consist with that liigh chival- 
rous spirit, which fears to soil its robes of di|;- 
nity because it knows that a stain is worse than 

There is somcibing yet more dietresaing in 



the cODtemlilation of jour fallen ciilatc. 
this. Tdu mil up religion l^religion !— the 
repetition of religion ! in jiour pamphlet, with 
unsuitable compajiiDiis, until the blood boils with 
indignuiC sorrow 1 And then ;ou range reli- 
gion under such strange banners 1 You at once 
di»cl^ the liberal party in eyery clime and 
country ; and yon place the most sacred cause 
of religion upder the sole protection of the va- 
riooa despotisms and abaelute poivers in Chris- 
teodom 1 You declare, or at leant you plainly 
Bu^est despotism to be the only protector of 
the Catliolic religion. 

Is this wise, is it prudent, hut wliat is infi- 
nitelj more, is it true f Here I meet you foot 
to foot, ajid dare you to the combat— 1 take my 
pOHtlon on tins — that tlie despotisms of the 
world are unfavourable to religion i and on 
the other band, that the liberal opinions in poli- 
tics and the party of tlie bloodless movement 
are favourable to the culture of all the moral 
v!rloeB, and to the developemeiit of the great 
truths of rehgioD, and in particular to the main- 
tenance and propat^ion of Catholic verity 
and of the Catholic Church. 

The real liberal part; alone respect all the 
SACKED as well as profane rig-hlfi of oar fellow 

The absolutism which you cherish is the pro- 
moter and patron of every Immorality and prac- 
tical vice. Look at the courts of )UI absolute 
BDvereigns ancient and modem ; and with few 
and rare eiceptions, you will find them teem- 
ing vrith every sensual gratification which vio- 
lates the mles of morality and the taws of God. 
The total absence of responsibility leaves the 
bad passious without any human restraint, ami 
naturally seduces into the indulgence of the 
sensual and criminal appetites. It was from 
the court of France that the practice of domes- 
tic profligacy took its abnndant sourcs, and 
deeply inundated tlie entire land with immora- 
lity — that immorality which produced and was 
punished by the demoniacal horrors of the 
Revolution. 

The church, too, suffers grievously from de- 
spotic sovereigns. In fact, the far greater part 
of her history consists in struggles against tho 
encroachments of despotic power. Absolute 
monarchs have at all times refused lo make the 
distinction between the dominion over temporal 
concerns (a dominion which is of their pro- 
vince) and authority in spiritual affairs, ivliich 
is of a higher order, and belongs to the church 
of God ainne. Uncontrolled in their away 
over the hvcs and fortunes, the laws and insti- 
tutions of their subjects, they have at all times 
desired and endeavoured to control the con- 
sciences and govern the spiritual concerns of 
their people. 

Their irregular and wicked ambition has led 
(hem tu usurp, on every possible occasion, tliat 
jurisdiction which tho divine Redeemer has 
Tested in the head of the Catholic cbnrch. 
Despotic sovereigns have constantly interfered 
with the communications from the see of Itome 
lo the clergy and laity of their dominionB — 
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sentially necessary to 
tun the unity of faith and discipline. Thej 
liave insisted on the direct appointment, or an 
absolute control over the nomination to ejaaco- 
pal sees, and to iniportaiit spiriiuDj dignities. 
They have substituted, wherever they oould, 
the sword of the state for the st^ uf the 
Great PaslOT ; -aai they have assumed for tha 
tyrants of Ihe earth dominion over tho sacred 
things of God. 

These are not fancifal statemenla. They am 
practical grievances, and crimes illastiated by 
the history of every Christian country that baa 
been subject to despotic rule. In despotic 
states these crimes are practised at the present 
day us well as at former periods. The greatesti 
despot in Europe is the greatest enemy of n" 
gioD, and especially of the Catholic chuTi 
The monster Nicholas ought to be tha fteOK 
ideal oC your political imagination. And a>- 
cordingly he is the greatest persecutor of Ca- 
tholicity, who has lived since the days of Dio- 
cleslan. Talk to me after this, of Ihe danger* 
which yon apprehend firom the Liberal Uov**. 
ment party! 

To go a lilHe back— The monarch of Franc 
when he enjoyed absolute pQ« 
the reign of Philip to that of Louis XVI. 
tyrant of the church. Under the 
liean liberties a real servitude was constmotedtii 
and Ihe progress—first uf Jansenism, and afle*-'' 
wards of infidelity, might perhaps be traced '"' 
tho triply fettered state of the clergy. 

In Spain and hi Portugal too, the kings were 
no luBB despotic over the clergy and the church, 
than they were over the people at large. With 
the appsaraJicci of much Catholicity, religion 
suffered from the servitude of the clergy ti 
state. And it was in despotic Portugal 
Spain that tha first edicts issued lor the sup'' 

pression of the great support of htei "" 

religioii^ — tho oooiety of the Jesuits. 

But to turn to the tunes we live in; in Ft»>] 
testant Prussia, where perfeot ahsolutl 
the Catholic church is in thraldom, and in (i 
yet) unbroken chains. Vok may perhaps 
it is because Prussia is Protestant. / say 
works out her Protestantism through ' 
potism; and but forthcnndyingbnt. 
tuary resistance of the Catholic movoi 
there. Catholicity would be annihilated in t 
Frus^eu dominions. 

What will you say to Austria? the m 
thollc monarchy at present In Europe. Yet J 
ask you if the Catholic church is not there i 
perfect thraldom? Does not the emperor el . __ 
power and authority over the Catholic cburi:h 
almost 8B great as that arrogated by Henry the 
Eighth? The late emperor was personally a 
religious man; moat attentive to all acts of pri. 
vatB devotion. Vet he never relased the iron 
grasp which the crafty Melternlch made hbn 
take of the church. Nothing can be more pidu- 
fulto a ntlional Catholic, than to think of tha 
degrading rule of a temporal magistrate over 
the spiritual functionaries. In the Auslrimi 
dominion! the elcr'2:y and the corporals are ap- 
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Fp)int«d after tlie same rashion, and bound alike 
f to the state by the some iniplioit unraaaoning 
n. Besides the crime of tlius usurp- 
V tag flph'itual authority, religion suffers to tJiu 
L core from the disregard and contempt to which 
F-A o1erg7 thus iqipointed and constituted arenc- 

Ieessaril; Bul^eut : a state dependant clergy are 
minays detested or despised. It is Ihercfoce 
perfectly clear you are thoroughly roistalccn 
vrhen you imagine that absolutism is useful to 
I rdiKiou or to the Catiiolic church. 

Here agaiu I have reason to complain of 

I jour mode of acting. You endeavour by your 

p.advoracy w a Catholic of the Cwn Laws, to 

L Main Catholii^ity itself wjtii the guilt of that 

P.jKwdid monopoly. Xou endeavour by your ad- 

I tpocacy of the prudence of deserting the fallen 

f iwtunea of the Whiga, to stain Catholicity with 

l^iDie deepest, the blaeltest, the moat causeless 

B,l»gTaIitude thai ever dishonoured public men. 

Tou endeavour by joar asaertion of tlie utility 

o religion of deapotiam, to stain Catholicity it. 

Olf with the foul blot of servility and of attach- 

nent to arbitary power. Ati/ humble endea- 

1. your is to rescue tlie sacred cause of the Ca- 

VtbaHc church from all the defilement of your 

r mistaken advocacy. My coavietion thoroughly 

I fa that the real liberal party— the peaeeful mo*e- 

Floent parly — is that which alone can produce 

J lalotary results to man, and also that it moat 

I «onduces (othe good of religion, and the just 

I indepeadence of the Catholic church. It ia 

T therefore that I am tiie humble, but moat lea- 

-loos supporter of that peaceable liberal party, 

L which, for shortness, I shall call the movement 

[ party. I cherish it as the best hope of rational 

Lfreedom. IcheriBhltibeeaQse I amthe friend 

Perfect liberty to every man of ex-ery colour, cai 

endcreed throughout the world. Icheriahit, be- 

~ <e by leaving conscience unscathed by tem- 

tl or legal restrictions, it predisposes man 

Hto liaton to the sweet soft voice of persuasive 

[■ brulh, and thus gires to Catholicity its genuine 

r fofluence, whilst it secures the Catbaiic church 

Pjtself Irom the blighting effects of state power, 

T.JBidfromthe tyrannic away of temporal authority. 

r You have one great adrantoge over me. You 

Lideiterously confouud the "peaceable liberal 

^^irtj" to which I belong, with the sanguinary 

retches who polluted France with blood un- 

sr the assumed names of "Liberals" and 

•'Frienda of Freedom.'' You confound with 

□us who in many parta of Europe 

name of liberals, not hecanso they 

:b the friends of liberty, but heeanso they are 

le enemies of religion. Several of these mock 

's have sought to disturb Italy, and have 

But their mock Uberalily is triumphant 

. ain, where the vile Espiirtero revels, 

nildst his ill-gotten power, and in sanguinary 

lersecution of the Catholic clergy and church. 

1 1 belong not to such parties. I am more their 

^Kmy than you are. Tbe party to which I be- 

Mg has B necessary teodency to promote pri- 

le morality and the practice of every public 

Yea ! With a popular govcrniaont, private 



morality is under fhe guard oF public opinion. 
And a free press has freqitently more control, 
is more potential to restrain the enormity of 
vice, than the inHuonce of much teaching. In a 
popular government, legitimate ambition can be 
best gratified through ibe channels of popular 
elections; and no man can alford to ondergo 
the ordeal of a really democratic election, on- 
less his private cliaracter and moral conduct 
are so correct as to enable him to de^ any se- 
rious accnaaUon of guilt or turpitude. 

It may be said that I exaggerate the good 
effects of democratio institutions. But it can- 
not possibly be deiued, that the efficacy of pub- 
lic opinion hi such institutions, must have con- 
siderable influence in causing men to be really 
that which they would wish others to believe 
them to be. 

It is to the church — to the Catholic church, 
that tbe honest spirit of democracy ought to 
be, and muMi be, tbe most useful. In aa honest 
democracy, there would be no paramount 
interest to anlyagste tbe church, or to seek to 
make it the creature of tlie state. The respect 
which eaeb person would p\aiai for his own 
ofdnion, would require of him to treat with 
equal justice the opinions of others, aod the 
hopelessness of establishing a clerical ascend- 
ancy, would take away from sectarlaoism tbe 
temptation Id turbulence and the temporal 
reward of bigotry. Under auch a govern- 
ment, the church would be free ; uncontrolled 
by temporal enactments, and totally unchecked 
by legisUitive restrictions. The intercourse 
with the centre of unity would be as unfettered 
as the intercourse by letter lhrou);h the post- 
office. And the luerarchy would meet no 
impedimeut in their aiTangementa touching 
spiritual matters, which thus would be for 
ever separated from merely political concenu. 
The differences on matters of belief between 
the various classes of Christiana, would be left 
open to free discussion and tranquil reasoning. 
And from contesta of that description, the 
Catholic church would have every thing to 

That religion and the church would be left 
ft'ee under a popular government ia not mere 
matter of theory. Its practieal proofs abound. 
And as I began with the effects on relleon of 
despotism in Bnasia, I will now first refer to 
the political antipodes of that country — the 
United States of America. Here, if any 
where, the democratic spirit exists, and ani- 
mates the entire government ; and here religion 
extends, and the church accordingly prospers. 
When the thirteen States were pravinces of 
Great Britain, there was no CatboUc bishop in 
British America. Even after their independance 
was established, there was but one bishop. Be- 
hold linw gloriously that church now stands for- 
ward? There ore now in the United Slat«s 
one archbishop, and twenty bisliops— in all 
twenty-one. Catholicity is spreading at every 
aide. The Enghsh travellers, notwi^istanding 
all their paltry prejudices agiunst the Catholic 

iligioQ, admit — J use their own yordj-that 
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us Ib ■■ raidd"_" loFprbbig: — "enor- 
mons." Some of Uiiini, in the eieBsa of their 
fears, excited by the facts that surrounii them, 
ricclure that all the profcssine Christiani uf 
America will spepilil; bo Catholics ; whilst 
others, reBlralned b; theit prejudices, limit 
that pleasing Dntici[ation to ivhsC are called 
the Western countries; that Is, the great val- 
leys of the Oliio, Miasoori, and the Mississippi ; 
immense, atmasl incalcalable tracts of fertile 
conntries, rapidly beCDmiag peopled with 
myriads of hunmn beings, all destined to be 
Catholics. 

From America let us pass rapidly to the 
banks of the Bliine, and there you vrill Bnd 
that the protection of Cathuliclty against the 
despotism of Prussia, to which 1 have already 
alluded, is entirely due to the spirit of the 
morement amongst the people. Men imbued, 
lltte yon, with the apathy arising from Tory 
Ophiiaaa, would hare submitted, and acquiesued, 
and po^tled the mischief to be completed, 
whilst you hoped for something good to arise 
at some future period from the " joy and gene- 
rosity" of your tmmphanl euemies. The 
BheuLsh people were not of tliat diBposition, 
And the ground-swell of popular discontent, 
that presages the coming storm, was distinctly 
peroeived. And the throes of the struggling 
though pent-up Tolcano were becoming daily 
more and more perceptible. Then, indeed, 
(but not before) the Prussian government 
deemed it prudent to stifle tlie causes of 
coming mischief i and to promise, (and at least 
IB pari to perform the promise) to give more 
freedom and security to the Catholic Church 
In the Prussian dominioas. Thanks to the 
moBimtnt spirit of the people for this, or per- 
haps shortly a more useful result ! 

May you not, my lord, pause for one moment 
upon Ireland, and see whether her moral Con- 
dition has not improved during our democratic 
struggles for extended freedom, r might Itioar 
again yonr eontomptuoos sneer, if I were to 
prsjso Qiy loved fellow-countrymen as they 
really deserte. But without meaning you any 
offence, I may be permitted to remark that the 
only country in the world capable of exhibiting 
the moral miracle of upwards of four nillllons 
of human behigs pledged to perfect sobriety, is 
nty country — Ireland t You cannot deny that 
this result has been produced after tlie moral 
elements of political strife ivere r^sed into agi- 
tation, and kept in commotion longer anil more 
contlnaously than in any other conntr; in 
Europe : thus proving that the democratic 
principle has its tendency to elevate the mind 
and improYB the moral tact and feeling. We 
are, my lord, eminently a Catholic people. 
Our glorious and unbroken hierarohy — the un- 
clouded jewel of our onoe notional crown, is In 
perfect canomcal submls^on and in perfect 
Catholie sttHahment to the centre of unity — 
the Holy See. We do combine the principle of 
the fullest civil liberty with the most entire re- 
ligious fidelity to the faith and doctrine of the 
CAthoUc cbuicb. Even I myself cannot i 



tlie Impulse thai mii&es me declare, Qai wUIai 
no man living is a more ardent ajid Dudeviatioe; 
advocate of the purest principles of democratio 
liberty than I am, so there is not in ctiristea- 
domauyone human being more submissive to 
the authority of the church, or more ubo^eut 
to the Ttrice of her chief pastor. 

My individual opinions on these sutijects are, 
I well knoTT, of no Importance or value for 
being mine. They are deserving of attention 
and respect, only becanse of their identity wfth 
those of the universal Catholic people of Ireland. 

There is much in your pamphlet which has 
given me pun — bitter pain ; It grieves me ex- 
ceedingly to SCO the Catholia Earl of Shrewsbury 
eihibit such rankling prejudices against the 
developement of the principles of civil Uberty. 
Wxy, you carry this envenomed prqudice to so 
great an extent, as aclually to tarnish with 
your suspicions and doubts the glorions and sufl- 
ceasful struggles of the Belgian people iu the 
sacred cause of religion and liberty. 

Do you recollect the state of the Belgians 
before their "glorious and immortal" revolu- 
tion? Loaded with an enormous public debt, 
which the Belgians never cotitroated, nevcx' 
got value for, and did not justly owe ; oppressed 
by cruel taskmasters, " aliens in blood, in lan- 
guage, andin religion ;" impoverished to support 
those oppressors in riot and luxury, they en- 
dured all the political evils that misgovenunent 
could inflict. But still worse was the state of 
their religious sufferings. Protestantism has 
in itself something so foreign from stability Or 
security, that it must necessarily be intolerant 
nf dissent. Besides, the soheme of the late 
king, whose mantle (rather the worse for the 
wear) has fallen on the present monarch,— his 
scheme, I say, to forma great Protestant power 
in the centre of Europe, of which he was to bo 
the chief leader, was eagerly embraced by the 
king of the Netherlands, under the auspices of 
the English Tory government. The Belgian 
Catholics were accordingly persecuted with 
emaciating rigour ; not tlie persecution of the 
sword sad the faggot, and of the other crueltiea 
of tlie Vandermerks and the Sonois of former 
days, which, though they inflicted the puns, 
jet conferrod the glory of martyrdom. No I 
the persecution of the Nctherland king was of 
a low, pettifogging, unhonouring nature. It 
was more like the rancour of an envious trader, 
and more suited to the malignity of an under- 
atdd manufacturer. It was, however, skilflilly 
managed, and admirably contrived for suoceaa. 
The Catholic Belgians were dis count eoanoed 
in every way. They were discooragod in every 
trade and branch of industry; and Protest ant^ 
especially Dutch Protestants, preferred to 
them. They were excluded from all the lugh 
ranks, almost without exception, hi the army; 
from all the high stations, almost without ex- 
ception, in the revenue and judicial departments. 
They were admitted only in small numbers anS 
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somothing like the state of Btrf^ In Aeit TtiHre 
land. Praclicnlly they wore a slave class, 
having a inasler ctnsa ruling them. Even in 
the legislUBie, Hollaod, with ODe-beJf the 
popoliLtiDn of Belgium, hail as man; ri^preaent- 
utivea as Belgium ; a moat ioiqaitoaa, althouj^b, 
my genlle lord, a taitigatcd eopj of what you 
advocate elsewhere 1 

The attack on the Catholic religion and 

Catholic ohurch was Htill more insldloua, more 

rtfnl, and uf coune more (rriminal. The plan 

tg first to leriTO the aeverttl dioceses without 

Scallops, and in the absence of the pastors to 

"^mpt and defile the immediate guardians of 

d flocks. Accordingly, as the seeshccame 

jUiaQt, the king pretenteil thuir lieing lillDit. 

S the he^nning this was done under tbe pio- 

"■«t that there shnuld firat he u regular concor- 

U or compact betweenthePopeaud the State, 

le king demanded from the Pope a veto upon 

t iiominatian of the hlshops i that la, In other 

irda, a. drcuitoua power of apptdntmcnt ; for 

_* -who has an unrestricted veto, has really the 

^*Iection of the bishop. The inconvenience 

" Biifest; jet as see aRer sea became 

ant, the Pope at length fearing (hat the 

ftelgian prelacy would be totally exhausted — - 

We were, aa I recoUecl, all the dioceses 

leant except one — did in an unhappy hour 

bncede the veto to the liiiig; a couccBsion 

gtliii^h I trust nether the present nor any utliec 

le will over agun make to auy other monarch, 

anUte, or state— Catholie or Protestant. 

The king now expected to be able to fill the 

%cant episcopacies with pliant slaves in holy 

Mers. But to the immortal glory of the Ca- 

lollc priesthood of BclKiom, not one eorropt 

-■- ft could there be found to enter into the 

*s viflWH or to promote his sacrilegious pur- 

s. The consequence waa, that although 

lA klDg had the power of appointment thus in 

b hands, not one single bishop waa conscera- 

pd, and their remained but one bishop in the 

gian territory at the epoch Of the 

of Ihat nation I 

The project foe the ruin of the parochial 

J^ergj was still more crafty, snblle, and dis- 

~ ' Education was interfered with at its 

The dloccaan seminaries shonid not 

ist. The succession of pastors was to be in- 

ruptcd. I may include all in one sentence — 

priest should be ordMned to serve in the 

■felgian church, unless he sliould firat spend 

Tftee or four years in the Philosophio College 

1 Louvaln I The young man was thus to he 

Ken from the t)roleetion, care, and guidance 

ienced instructors of known piety and 

_ 1 be was to be taken from the precept 

caking by example of his pious sacerdotal 

apariora; he waslubetakenjustattheperiod 

fflrhen nature, in the freshness of youth, is most 

^tposed to every had passion, and is most 

icongiy tempted to every vice. At that period, 

t6 youth waa to be taken from his sprilual 

t, teachers, ftiends 1 He waa to be ei- 

to the loose diseipline, the lai habits, the 

Reerfti^ fnfidelitj of worthlen companions, and 



more powerfully cOrropUog ihstruHors. He 
was to prepare for the awful duties and ptdnfol 
restraints of the priesthood, by just that kind 
of course which would be best calculated to 
render him totally unfit for that high and holy 
oRicc. 

The Belgians — blessed be heaven I — have 
flung off the incubus uf tyramiy and bigotry. 
The people possess their natural rights; the 
representatives are chosen by most extensive 
snlfrsge. The native countrj' of the BelifiBna 
ispoBsessed and governed by the Belgians them- 
selves. Well regulated freedom affords pro- 
tection to all — partiality to none. Educa- 
tion Is free; the press Is free I conacienCG is 
tree. The cUurclies are titled witli pious pas- 
tors of the people. The dioceses boast of 
their digniiled and sanctihed prelacy. Tlie 
diocesan scniinarica flourish. The Jesuits — 
the exemplary and admirable Jesuita — extend 
the hieflsings of education in all arts and s^ea- 
ces lo the weailliier tiassea; whilst the Bro- 
thers of the Christian Doctrine spread useful 
and above all pious knowledge amongst tlie 
humbler and poorer classes. The si^nted sls- 
lerhoods of nuns distribute similar blesaing;a 
amongst the females of every rank and station. 

Conscience, my lord, is fi'ee. In Belgium, 
□o legal preference, no legal exclusion atfecta 
the full freedom of man's conscience I In that 
eminently Catholic country, there eiisls no 
coercion or control by the law or the consti- 
tution over the perfect freedom of worship- 
In that eminently Catholic country, the pure 
democratic principle of represeniadon is suc- 
cessfully worked out to ahnost its fullest extent. 
How I rejoiced, when the virtuous De Thlenx 
proposed in the Belgian house of representa- 
tives, a grant to build a church fur the Protes- 
tants of Brussels, The motion for the grant 
was carried in that Catholic assembly by a targe 
majcrity; a majority of nearly two to one. 
There were four Catholic priests In the divi- 
sion; and if ona voted aBBinst it, (Are* vot«dfoc 
if, and made port of the minority in its favour. 

How Ifltle does the narrow-minded bigotry 
of English Protestantism and infidelity under- 
stood these things I Do you also forget Ihat 
the punishment of death has been for some 
years abolished in CathoUc Belgium. The ex. 
perimont lias perfectly succeeded, and hnaiamty 
is freed from ono of the greatest of horrors. 

But you, my lord — you are so horcor-itruck 
at popular liberty, that jou actually "flHeiHon" 
whether the Belgian revolution has done more 
of good or of evil 1 Why, it ivasj/us who some 
time ago deemed it but small risk to peril 
" blood and Hows," aye, " brains and blood," 
in a quarrel in which your persona] privileges 
were involved! the emancipation struggle! and 
yet you shrink from (he resolts of that goodly, 
glorious change, which gave cheering, nacionid 
independance, in the room of heartless foreign 
sutjugation ; which gave the rule of law in 
place of the arbitrary will of the oppressor ; 
and substituted for the unconcealed aouapiracy 
to exUnguish Catholicity, tlie benevolent reign 
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of freedom of coQKciencc, and tlic cDiidcquent 
triamphant Becurity of the Catholia reUgioD 
and Catholic churi;h. 

In your capacily of a Torj, vou may cmbraco 
deipoCiam in all Ha forma, and rest all joai 
hopes of the security of your lighta, and the 
safety of your creud, upon "tbejojr andysnc- 
ron'ly" of domiasnt uiinions of absolute poner. 

For mi/ homble part, I will, notwithstanding 
yoor authority, continue to believe that the 
real ecourit; to human lights is to be found in 
the eipanaian of popular liberty ; and that the 
beat temporal snff^piard o( religion is to be 
met with among men devoted to the ameliora- 
tion of political instituliouE, and the rediesa of 
all popular grievances. 

It Is tme that your antipathy to liberal opi- 
nions in politics appears to be especiaDy ani- 
mated with regard to the Repeal of the Union. 
The Repeal is, in your judgment, the great 
ovd — the giant-mischief of liberality. Ib it 
credible that you have the vanity to believe, 
that the Irish people could be swayed by your 
lucubrations, put into the shape of a pamphlet, 
to abandon or postpone the agitation of that 
measDre? If that vanity be yours, it will be 
totally disappointed. You may as well assiut 
a citadel with apop-gon, as think of staying 
Ike coorsB of the Repeal struggle by your 
small logic 1 Learn from me that the repeal ia 
already canonized in the hearts of the Irish 
people, and that its attainment is a pnre ques- 
tion of lime. CoBual circumEtaaces may re- 
lard it 1 unexpected events may accelerate it. 
But tsehe id no otskb qopefobIheland; 
and even if there were, the Repeal is so much 
preferable to any other relief, that its advent is 
inevitable. 

Aa for myself, I have no apology to make ; 
I offer no exouse ; I requite no vindication for 
uy Bgitadon of the Repeal. Un the contrary, 
the pride and the boast of my hfe now ia, that 
I have devoted all my energies, and consecra- 
ted all the rest of my existence to the restora- 
tion of the Iriah parliament. That this is my 
solemn and sacred duty, I am thoroughly per- 
suaded. My conviction is deliberate, and fixed 
upon these points. 

FiasTLY.— " That Ireland kai a clear, i 
" dtftatalle right to a parliamtHt of her oa, 
" the Uman being ia conltilntional principle 
"vMlIity 1 there having been 710 tompeieat auth 
" rily to annihilate the camtitutian of Irelant 

Sbcobdlv.— ■' Thai eeen if there had bt 
" a competent aulAaritg to enact the Union, j 
" tht meant Hied for that purpoee mwe ao tioi 
idprofligi ' ' 
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TBiHDtr " That even if theumonicerenol 

"a nalUty, from the defect of competence, or 
"fnm the im^uilBui mode of obtaining it, yet 
" thtte if BO reol Bnicm a* all, nor ani/ thing 
" mare than an opprettivt mecAeTy of a union. ' 

FooaTHLV. — " That thit anion hat inflicted 
" injulticc, opprettiOH, and miiery unparalleled, 
"on Ireland i and there U not, and cannot bt, 
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" o«y Itope for prttail redriu, or future leevritg, 
" tuve iy a reitoration of the Irith Farliamtnl." 

In England, the first of these topics is totalljr 
disregarded— the inherent and essential invali- 
dity of (he union. There is a species of cobher- 
eoQscicQce made up on the subject. Tliey bavo- 
gotten the spoU, and deem it euperfluaus to 
inquire huw the spoliation was achieved. But- 
the rightful owner is kooc^ltinK at the door 
demand restitution; and that demand will bo-. 
coDie too loud and too multitadinons to ba, 
neglected. Ton must answer for your titi 
withhold what ia justly and lawfully ours. 

Yes. It is perfectly clear that there wi 
authority competent to enact the Union. The 
right to an Irish Parliament was a right inhe- 
rent in the inhabitants of that country. It waa 
a common law right, part and parcel of the 
inheritance of the English people, the right 
he taxed only by their own rcprBsentatives- " 
right lo bavo the laws by which they 
governed made by their own representatli 
The right practically exhibited itself in Irelt 
almost as soon as it became ostensible hi " 
land. It ia true that at first and foi 
years a. Parliament was enjoyed by and coo- 
fined to persons of English descent. The par- 
liament was in its origin confined to the Engllsb 
Pale, and it expanded or shrank in its dlmen- 
siona aa the English power extended or wks 
contracted. But the Irish who became sntgecti 
participated in the right, showing that it was 
an essential portion of English freedom — inhe- 
rent in the natural frame of English policy. 
At length, in tlie reign of James the First, tM 
English power extended all over Ireland. TlM.1 
remnants of the Irish nation wore admitted tct' 
the fellowship of allegiance, duties, and fraiL*^ 
chisea; the royal prerogative also expanded,, 
and was employed more abundantly than wis 
All Ireland thus had her rightful parhament, 
CDntJDued to have it from 1612 to the year ll 

The Irish parliament was thus founded 
constitutional principles sanctioiied by long 
usage; and Buataincd by analogy to the English 
form of government. It was alao fortified by 
t)ie experience of the colonies and dependendea 
of England. Wlierever Enghshmen or Iriah.- 
men, or both, settled, they carried with 
the right of representation. The thirteen Stat 
of North America, while they were provinces 
England, had each its local parliainent. Tl 
English subjects in Canada enjoyed and enji 
the same privilege i so in Nova Scotia i -- 
Jamuca; I need not multiply instance 
local parliament is the inherent and inefi'aceabl.^ 
right of subjects of the crown of England, 
wherever they are located in sulEcient numberB 
to exercise that right. 

Ireland had and enjoyed this right for cen- 
turies. She hadasvahdatitletoa parliament aa 
England had — perhaps a better ; because Ire- 
land having been left to her own protecCioil 
during the American war, raised a volunteer 
army upwards of 80,<IO0 strong, horse, foot, 
and artillery, levied, clothed, and disoipU 
vrithoat the expense of one shilliDg of tbe pi 
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money. She Bet Uic rorai^fa enemy al deRanco. 
Irdand m1);tit then nitbout dimciilt}' bare se- 
parated from I^Dglond, and established, after 
the example of Ameciea, a governmoDt nlto- 
getber national. But Ireland cbuse, as she 
still desires, to preserve the connexion wilh 
Enelaud. Ireland however inaiated that the 
conditions of her future aonneiion should be 
defined. Her just demands were acceded lo. 
Her la);islativo tndegiendence was formall}' tD' 
coguiEed, and na* established " for ever." Her 
judicial independence nas formally recogniied, 
and established "forever." Ireland had thus 
reeoKnized by England, and declared perpotnal. 
her exclusive riitht of mailing: heioHnlaivs; of 
interpreting her own lawn ; of administering her 
own laws. She had the eieluBlve dominion 
over her own taxation, debt, and revenue. In 
short, the result was a, recognition in practical 
eOect of all these rights which she wasentitled 
to; and which she bad, notwithstanding some 
interruptions and English usurpaliona, enjoyed 
for centuries. 

There never yet was a more deliberate i 
solemn national compact. It was declared, 
sllsides, tobea "final aitjuBtment." That was 
the appropriate description of this compact 
given to it in tlie king's speech to the English 
parliament — in the lord lieutenant's speech 
the Irish parliament — in tbe responding t_ 
dress of the British loida, and also uf the 
British commons — in the responding address 
of the Irish lords and also of (he Irish commons. 
But the greatest validity of this compact was 
its being formed on the clearest inherent right 
and on the most unquestionable constitutional 
principle. By its ratification, England preserved 
the brightest, the emerald gem of the British 
crown; and Ireland fondly believed that she had 
secured _^r emr her legislative independence. 

auchwaatIie"fiDalai^UBtment of 1783: Ire- 
land with lier proverbial fidelity performed her 
part. England with her proverbial treachery vit>- 
laled the" finBladjustmeut"«o»oon as she found, 
or ralliei' made an opportunity for its violation. 
That vialationhasnot, and cannot have taken 
away the right. Fraud or force, or both toge- 
ther, can never take away the right to any 
property; still less can they destroy the unal- 
terable, indefeasible right to self-government. 
Such is the actual right of Ireland to self-go- 
vernment i suspended in its operation for tho 
present, hut existing in truth, reason, justice, 
and constitutional principle, as fully and as 
powerfully as if no invaaion had been made in 
its practical norkicg. 

Fii-ai, there is the clear principle, that the 
right of the people of Ireland lo self-govern- 
ment could not be extinguished. Sccendln, the 
Irish parliament was totally incompetent to 
enact the Union. Consider the naturo and 
porpoBB of its formation. In Its nature it ema- 
nated from, and was subordinate to the con- 
stitution. In its nature it was strictly confined 
within the limits of the constitution. Its pur- 
poses were, within those limits, to do right and 
jUBtico to all men. 



I On the other lianJ, it was not iiistitnlcd to 
destroy the conslitntion, or any part thereof. It 
could nut abolleh the kingly ofHce nur the 
peerage, nor annihiUle the house of conunons. 

Let it be recollected, that I am now speaking 
of the RiGHTPCL ii'THOKiTr to do these 
Ihings; — nol of the powen lo do Ibem. Any 
hrsTich of the legislature may, in bad times and 
by bad means, acquire the poweb of aholitioti 
and of annihilation of the rest- But thatPo«Eit 
docs col — cannot^ — change the bIoht. Tlio 
Long Parliament abolished the kingly oSlce, and 
took off the head of tlie king. They ^d Itie 
one by a formal statute — the other by a recorded 
judicial proceeding. But no nan hesitates to 
declare, that botli the one and the other were 
outrages and crimes, and not a binding law or 
an authorised judgment. The statute was ad- 
mitted to be of no rightful force or effect: and 
accordingly, when, by change of limes, Charles 
II. was able to return to England, he assumed 
the throne at once. It entered into no man's 
thought that it was necesaary lo repeal the 
Abolilion^f.royalty Stattitc, or to make any laa 
of restoration. The kingly office was at once 
in full life, and was judicially, ai well as uni- 
vcraally, admitted to have been, in piunt of 
right and justice, and of constitutional princi- 
ple, existing all the lime of tbe kiog'snbsence ; 
and historians, statesmen, and lawyers, all 
reckon the years of the king's forced inaction 
as years of his actual reign. 

So with respect to the peerage. Tho same 
parliament abolished the house of lords. It 
was an abolition by pover, and not of right. — 
And, accordingly, the house of lords revived 
with the restored monarchy, without any re- 
iloriitg law, or any person imagining that it 
was or could bo necessary formally lo abrogate 
the abolishing ordinance I 

No. The peerage was judicially, as welt 
aa universally, admitted to have been in eiist- 
ance, in point of right, of justice, and of consti- 
tutional principle, all the time of its apparent 
annihilation. 

So with respect to the house of commons it- 
self; that was also abolished, and a clumsy 
"Inalrument of Government" snbstitnted in 
its stead. But it was an abolition by power, 
and ROC of right ; and accordingly the functions 
of the commons revived with the privileges of 
tho peerage and vrith the authority of the mo- 
rch; without any Tcitoring lair, or any pcr- 
n imagining that it was or could be necessary 
abrt^ate the " Instrument of aovernment." 
}. The right to elect a house of eommona 
IS judicially as well as universally admitted 
have been, in point of right, of justice, and 
of constitutional principle, existing alt tbe time 
apparent annihilation. 

DS THE iBISn COHBTITDTtOn STILI. 

t. The prerogatives attached Is her Ma- 
jesty's imperial crown of Ireland still exlat. — 
Tho privileges of tbo Irish peers still exist. 
And the just right of the Irish people, in point 
of justice, and of constitutional principle, tore- 
presentatim in the Irish bouse of common*. 



fabilila In the full and luidlmiQiBhed rig;htfd 
eapaclt;, 

Th(! prcro^ittiies of the Irish crown have 
been shorn of soma of their beams by the 
Union. let thej aro oapable of eipanding 
again; and of TevivHig-andreBtoringioto pris- 
tbie Tigour and practical operation (he entire 
conatitation of Ireland. 

Thia groond of anal o/ compelBice in the 
parliameDt to enact the Unioo, was taken at 
the time the measure was in agilation. It was 
taken at eeroral meetinga, and embodied in 
published resolutiona and petitions to both 
houses. It was asserted in parliament, and 
had in and out of parliament the sanctioa of 
the highest names in the profession of the law i 
the highest amongst n'hom was Pluoket. 

Here are his solemn words, in a speech in 
the house of commonB sgaiast the Union : — 

"I, in the moat express terms, denjthecom- 
" petence of parliament to do this act. I warn 
" ;ou, do not dare to lay jour hands upon the 
"constitution. Itellyou that if, circumstanced 
" as you are, you pass this act, IT WILL BE 
" A NULLirr, and no man in Ireland will 
" be bound to obey it. I make this assertion 
" deliberately, and call on any man who heais 
" me to take down my words. You 11A.TB hot 

THIS PDHPOBB. Ton 



Such was the solemnly delivered and record- 
ed Jndgment of Plunket. Ifl hit authority to 
be disputed? It cannot be because of any 
censure he incurred or punishment he Buffered 
for the promulgation of these opinions. Quite 
the reverse. He attained and enjoyed the 
highest station and honours in his profession. 
He was made master of the rolls in Eugland. 
He wai made chief justice of the common pleas, 
in Ireland. He was made a British peer. Be 
finally filled the office of lord chancellor of Ire- 
land for more than ten years. Can hii au- 
thorit; be diqiuted ? 

Plunkat was a Whig. The neit is a high 



Orango-Tory aulhoritj-4t ie thai of William 

Saurin. 
" Too may make theUnion" said he, "bind- 

" ing B« a law, nuT Ton c4nniit ii*kh it 
IK oo-vaciBBcE. It will bo 
as England is strong ; but rt- 
leill bt 11 the abitract a (bty, 
' ID of thai retiitance will bt a 
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proclvmed tbia doctrine as hla Bolamn 1 
scientious opinion and advice, was soon after 
made attorney -general for Ireland. He con- 
tinued for more than twenty years in that 
; poBsessing more of the confidence of 
the English government — all Tories — than any 
other attorney-general that ever held that 
oiflce. He was the high orange attorney-ge- 
neral of Perceval, and Cofitlereagh, and Peel. 
He ^rB& offered, and he refusedt the ee&t d 
lord chief justice of Ireland. 

Tea. The Umow is a Nullity. I it- 
test Plunket and Saurin for the doctrine. Tilt 
immortal loul of the Irish constitutiora VB 
lives, glorious and perpetnal. It ia not deal 
— it only sleepa^to be aroused into active ex- 
istence once ag^n, " so soon as England ceasa 
to be strong," and Ireland ceasea to be weak 
in her internal disscntions. Until (Ant (be 
Union is to be obeyed as a law, sustained b; 
judicial and military power ; but " tht a&ifraet 
duty ofrciiitanec" will be unchanged, and tbt 
qoestJon of prudence left to coming events i 
with this consolation — tliat when the hour for 
the peaceful assertion of existing rights shall 
arise— and I believe it not to be remote — the 
prerogatives of our graoious queen will apecdi- 
ly and satisfactorily restore the constitotitm of 
Irelaod. 

The second posltiDn, namely, " That em 
"had there been aa aulhariiy competent to aiaci 
" the Union, yet the node and meana of yraatr- 
''ing that enaclnient mere so flagitiomlf tnifid- 
" (ant, a* to render the enaetnatt ulterlg vM 
" and of no rightfttl efftci." 

Upon this head I need do little more thio 
quote some authorities. Lord 9hrewibnrj 
himself admits that in order to carry the umon, 
" Ireland aal gaadtdinto TeheUion by the n7y 
"policy of a tdeied and ambitions minitleri 
" then terrifiedbylhe atrocitia committed in her 
" vibjugation." 

But the wily policy of that ambitious minis- 
ter was still more wicked than Lord Shrews- 
bury has admitted. For the people were not 
only, on the one baud, goaded into rebellion 1 
but, on the other hand, the rebellious proceed- 
ings were actually fostered, until the orgaiuza- 
tion was considered sufficiently extended, ( 
produce an explosion violent enough to enaU 
the Crovm to obtain dtipoHc atahority ill ordt 
to put it down. The lUrect evidence of th 
diabolical (omealation of rebellion is to li 
found in the fact, that the progrens of the mi- 
litary organixaiion of the Presbyterians of Ul- 
ster (the treasonable consjrirHoy having com- 
menced with them) hku perfectly Kelt knomn to 
the Government for elecen nvintht prior io the 
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oflords, that daring all that time out of f 
Tcbfl coloBilt oat a ips in thepayoflhc Tre. 
lury. and that he trannmilled to the Castle r 
gidaf repottK of all the meetini/t and proce& 



STAFF. And of coune they nonld hare done 
BUi If they had not had in view the ulteriur oh- 
jei^t ; to oblain which, they thou(;hC auy aacri- 
llce of hlood cheap. That ubjcct was the 

Thit wily and widccd minister hIsc promoted 
tlte moat bitter religious digaentiaiiB among all 
classes of the people. But let me use Lord Plua- 
ket's words, in bis charge against that minister: 
— '• I aecuie him," sud he, " of famtnting the 
"umbenofa lingeTiag rebellion i of hallooing 
"the Protestant againit the Catholie, and the 
" Catholic againit the Protestant ; of artfitlly 
"keeping alive domittia ditsealioni for thepur- 
"potel of subjugation." 

Tills WIS m>t all. It Bhonid be recdllected 
that, during the entire time in which the Union 
vruH ^Bcuwed, martial laiv was proclaimed, 
the habena corpus act was suspended; there 
was in Ireland no species of legal prolectlon 
for property, liberty, or life. The persons of 
the king's Irish sulijects were at the caprice of 
the king's ministers. TliB j»ilB were crammed 
with TicUmH imBocuBed by any species of legal 
oviilence; ondthescaSolds wereactually reuk- 
ing with tlie blood of wretebes untried b; any 
legal tribunal. 

All the time the Cnlon was under discus- 
sion, courts martial had unlimited power over 
life aoil limb. Bound by no definite form of 
charge, and by no filed rule of evidence, the 
couils Diarlial tlireatoaed with death those who 
dureil to resist the spoliation of Ihcir hirth- 
rigbt 1 and awarded oxecution against whom 
they ploBMid. 

During that time the use of torture was 
familiar. Men against whom (here was m 
evidence of guilt, wore Hogged, very mun; 
nearly to death, to extort eoiifiWBiuiiB. Somi 
were actually flogged to death, aud died under 
the excruciMing torment. 

There were up\vards of 175,000 British 
bajonels in Irelaid. The officers had recog- 
nized power of life and dGBth. The "Aneienl 
Britons'' and olhot private soldiers took that 
power. Public meetings were called by ma- 
gistrates aud other local outhoriliea to petiliou 
against the Union. They were either prevented 
from assembling, or were dispersed wlien tliey 
met, by military violenie. Two promiueiit und 
striking iustsDcei amongst many may be re- 
lated. A meeting of Ibe nobility, gentry, and 
freeholden of the county of Tippvrary was 
duly eouvened by tlie high sherilf, to meet at 
Cloumel, in order to petiljon against the Union. 
The meetbg was attended by noblemen and 
geulleinen of rank, fortune, and undoubted 
loyalty. Tet the high sheriff liad scarcely 
t^en the obair, when a diviuon of the army 



nurchod into th« OMirt bouse, drove Ibe iheiift 

from the chair, and dispersed the meeting. — 
The sacred right of petition was violated by a 
like military oulrage at Maryborough. Al- 
though ttie meeting was convened by the high 
sheriff of the Queen's county, yet It was dis- 
persed by Colonel Connor of the North Cork 
mililia, at the head of a party of horse, foot, 
and artillery. 

I am spared all trouble, however, save that 
of copying the empbatic description by Lord 
Plunkel of the time and manner of carrying 
the Union. Here are the words of Plunket : 

" I will be bold to say, that licentious and 
" imirioua France, in all the unreslruned cx- 
" cesses tbat anarcby and atheism have given 
" birth to, has not committed a more insidious 
" act against her enemy, than is now attempted 
" by the professed cham[don of civillaed Eu- 
" rope against Ireland — a friend and ally in 
^' the hour of her calamity and distress. At a 
" moment when our country is filled with Bri- 
"tish troops — when the Habeas Corpus Aet 
>' is suspended — whilst triaJs by courts martial 
" ore carrying on in different parts of the kiiig- 
"dom — while the people ore made to bchevo 
" that they bavo no right to meet and deliber- 
" ate, and whilst the people are palsied by their 
"fears; at the moment when wearedistraoled 
" by internal dissontioua — disBCntions kept alive 
" OS the pieleit of our present subjugatiou and 
" the instrument of our future tbraldom — such 
" is tbe time wlien the Union Is proposed." 

Such was the time, and such the manner, in 
which the Union was proposed and caiTied. — 
Breathes there a man so devoid of all sense of 
justice as to say, that the Irish could bo justly, 
and as of right, deprived of their native legis- 
lature by means such as these ? Even Lord 
Shrewsbury admits — I quote his own words — 
" that tture i»ai too much offra^dand violence to 
••effeelualethe Union ; there leai loo wide a depar- 
" lure from the principles on which alone a happy 
"aUianet could be founded, sv£U to alha Ire- 
» land to look to other consegseHces than those 
"sfhiehhave rendered the Union so abortice of 
" goad and so pmlifie of evil.'' 

But the direct means of carrying the Union, 
were if possible more iufamoua and iniquitous 
still. It was the most open, base, and profli- 
gate bribery and corruption that ever yet 
stained the annals of any country. 

The late lord chief justice Bushe declared, — 
I use his words, — "that the basest corruption 
'■ and artifice mere exerted to promote it ; that 
"all the viorsi passions of the hitman heart vers 
" entered into lite sertries ; and all the most de- 
"ptaved ingenuity of the human intellect ims 
** tortured to devisenea contrivances of fraud' 

The leading feature in (he Union was the 
daring profligacy of the bribery and corruption 
by which it was carried. They were reduced 
into a regular system. They were avowed in 
the hoiae; acted on every where. The mi- 
nister set about purchasing votes. He opened 
office with full hands. The peerage was part 
of his st(Kk in trade, and he mads sumo two 



Hoie of pMTs in Bzcliaiige for nnion TOtet.- 

Ths eiMiicopal bench was biouehtinCothemB 
ket, and ten or twelve bishopriiAa were trucked 
for Union votes. The benoh of " jiiatice'' bo- 
camB a comiDoditf ; and one cliief jostice, and 
eight pnisnejudt;es and barous ascended the 
bench as the price of votes for the Union 1 It 
would extend beyond my calculation to make 
out a list of the generals, admirals, and colo- 
nels, and navy captains, and other naval and 
military promotions, Ihatrewai'ded personal or 
kiodred votes for tlie Union. 

The Tevenue departments liave long been 
the notorious merchandize of corruption. It is 
not surprising, therefore, that the hoard of ex- 
cine and custoDis, either coujointty or separate- 
ly, and the multifarious other fiscal offices, es- 
pecially the legal offices, wero filled to euffoca- 
tion as the rcvrards of Union votes. 

The price of a ungle vote was familiarly 
known. It was iS.OOOin money: or a eifil 
■ad military appointment to Che value of £3,000 

Lard Catllenagh acluallg dtclarrd m Iht 
Home of Commons, thai he would carry the 
Unim, though it miijht eoit mort than half a 
vtiU'am in mere bribes ! His words, as reported 
by Gratton, are these:— "//off o million, or 
'^more, were expended tome years tince to breaJt 

*' may be ntetiiaiy mdu." Such was the open, 
the unblushing, the impudent efi^ontery of Lord 
Casticreagh. Grattan added. "He (Lord 
" Caatlereagh) had said so in the most extcn- 
"aive sense of bribery and corruption. The 
" threat visa proceeded on — the peerage sold 
" — the caitiffs of corruption were everywhere 
'* — in the lobby— in the streets, on tho steps, 
" aad at the doors of every parliamentary 
"leader: offering titles to some — offices to 
" others — corruption to all.'' 

Lord Casticreagh went to an extent of cor- 
ruption far beyond the half-million for bribes. 
The parliamentary papers, published since the 
Union, show that no less than ^l,S7fi,000 
were paid as the actual purchase money of 
close and rotten boroughs. And the best cal- 
culation of the actual bribes, over and above 
the borough purchase, waa no less than 
£1,500,001). 

Tet, strange to say, all this direct corrup- 
tion did not avail. The Union was rejected 
by the Parliament of 1799 ; and was carried 
ia that of 18t)0, chiefly by the introduction into 
nonunation boroughs of Scotch and English 
officers, quartered In Ireland, but liaving no 
species of connexion hy birth or property with 
this country. 

Although every possible opposition vras given 
to the petitions of the Irish people, yet it 
should be recorded to tho honour of that peo- 
ple, that no less than T(n,000 of them peli- 
tloned against the Union ; whilst all the art!* 
flees and direct bribery of the government 
could not procure full 5,000 lo peUtion ia its 

Let it be remukedi tiiat do ddo has over yet 



had the audacity lo say that the Unloit wu a 

bargain between the two countries. It stands 
out in its native deformity — (he mere oreaturs 
of fraud, force, bribery, terror, and corrnptiaD; 
utterly incapable in its nature, of depriving 
Ireland of hor clear right to her own partia- 

Having thus shown that tliore was no au- 
thority competent to extinguish tho Irish par. 
liament, and that even bad there been such an 
authority, yet the means of carrying the Union 
were so llagltious that they could not confer 
any right upon England, or deprive Ireland of 
any right ; I proceed to my third assertion. 

Thibdlv, •' Thatevtn if the Union were not 
"a nalliiy, from the defect of eompelenee, or 
"from the inif/uiloiu mode of oblainiap it ; j/et 
"litre ii no real Union at all, nor anylhinq 
" more than an opprcine macktry of a Union^ 

There is no real Union. If there were, 
there would lie no dilTerence hctvieen the 
franchises, rights, and privileges of the two 
nations. A real Union would be an amalgt- 
mation of both. Bathwonld be combined.— 
They would be one nalion—one people; sot 
too nations — too people; the inhabitants of 
Kent and of Kerry, of Meath and of Hamp- 
shire, would be identified ; or rather England, 
Scotland, and Ireland would be identified. 
There would be no preference for one, end 
enmity for the other. The inhabitants of one 
would he on a perfect equality with those of 
the others. National jealousies and antipatt^ea 
would be totally unknown, for their camea 
would have ceased to oxiat. There is no legal 
distinction between Engfishmen and Engliah- 
mon 1 there would he no legal disliactlon be- 
tween Irishmen and EngUshmen. 

Butistlusso? Is there such an ai 
mation 7 such an identificatiou of the U 
tionst No man is absurd enough to __ 
that there is ; it is perfectly plain that there II 
not. It follows of inevitable, irresistible O' ' ' 
elusion, that there is no real Union 

On this point, my lord, your authority is 
press. You yourself have avowed that t 
Union made Ireland "the slace of h 
"leii matter," (namely England^ and aol a 
"handmaid; the lenrUe dependent initead of 
" an hanoarabU parlnir." You declared, and 
declared truly, " that the Union leas aboBTitx 

"only a union of wordi, not of hearts ; of force, 
» not ofaffecHon." 

If die Union were real, the Irish people 
would have the enjoyment of the some free- 
dom, in matters pert^tiing to religion, that the 
people of England and of Scotland havo. 

The people of England have this religiotis 
freedom; that the entire English people are 
not compelled to apply the ecclesioalicai state 
revenues of England to the support of the 
church of a small minority of the £ngtish na- 
tion. On the contrary, these revcnuesare ap- 
propriated to the Huslentation of tho church of 
the great m^ority of that nation. 

The people of Scotland have this ccligioui 
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eeilom — thkt the entire ScolclipeoplBBrenot 

anpelled to appl; the ecclesiastical state re- 

Duei of BcDtlaiid [a the support of tbe 

nrcli of a small minority of the Scotch peo- 

Oa the coMtBij, theao revenues are ap- 

Vpriated to the auatentalion of tho ehurch of 

^ orerahelining nmjorit}' of that nation. 

' Tbe people of Irclaad alone of tbe three na- 

' IB, do not enjoy this religious freedom. On 

contrary they endure this nilscrahle aervi- 

' 1, embittered by tbe eontraat with the two 

ir cDuntrieB, that the eeclesia.itical state re- 

» of Ireland are cxclusiiely appropriated 

b the chureb of an exceedingly small minority 

if the Irish nation. 

P^Tbns, In this most important concern, the 
a barefaeed moekery, and resembles 
ft nothiog a real Union. 
• This is probably the most unendurable infe- 
anrtty that could be Inflicted on any country, 
fcder the delusive pretext that there was a 
n with the ascendant nation. 

I at another insulting inferiority. 
i Scotland hare enjoyed an ample 
nunicipal reform (or several years. 
f Ireland was contemptuously refused any ma- 
leipBl reform during those years, and Anally 
" ' ' ~ reBtrictcd, limited, and vexatious 
nunicipal reform. 
Wit it possible for you to call tbat a Union ? 
n anybody be found sufficiently audacious 
sert, that a Union is the right name for 
■ connexion between the two countries ? 
ia England every citizen asscaaed to the 
r Mot and boroagb rate is a burgess, and enti- 
[ 'Oed t« vote at all mnnicipal eleclJonB, on con- 
" ~ n tlut he pays that one tax. Jt is imma- 
terial bmrlow an English citizen is rated. He 
b entitled to his municipal franchise, if rated 
■t b)I> It Is so in Liverpool. 

But in Ireland— in Dublin for example — it 
It eMentutlly different. No man is entitled in 
Dublin to tbe burgees franchise, unless he be 
rated at ten pounds a year. As the valuation 
for rating is always much lower than the real 
value, the Irishman in Dublin must in fact oc- 
cupy a tenement worth nearly twenty pounds a 
jear to be entitled to be a burgess. 

Besides this, tbere is another essential dif- 
ference. In Liverpool or Bristol, the reudent 
SngUshmaD is entitled to be a burgess upon 

Cylng oni tax. In Dublin, the [rialmian must 
I as I have said, rated at £10, and he must 
le taxes at the least, in Order to enjoy tbe 
franchise. 

"What is the consequence? "Why, that in 
DobUn, there are 22,000 persons raled to the 
1 poor-rate. If theae persons were English and 
[ BTinj at Liverpool, at least 30,000 of them 
I would be entitled to the burgess franchise. 
I "Vbereas in Dublin, less than one third of them, 
"W only 7,000, are so entitled. 

Can anybody be so abaurd, and, I will add, 

10 Ticiona, as to asaert that there ia a real 

I 'UnioD between the two countries ; when the 

I Englishman in Lirerpool has, in point of mu- 

Wdpal friuicbiaesi tbr«a timet the sdvaulsgeB 



which the Irishman has In Doblin ; and while 
the Irisbman has but one third of the advan- 
tages which the Eoglisluniin poaseHses in 
Liverpool ? 

There is another most important disparage- 
ment uf the Irish municipal constituency. lu 
Bristol, for example, the mamcipal burKesaes 
are entitled to elect that officer, so Important to 
the protection of life and property, the hiah 
sheriff. In Dublin, the biu^esses are totally 
deprived of that advantage. 

is Ihii A Union 7 Lord Shrewsbury, I ask 
yoa this question. Or, if it be a Union, ia it 
not the Union which-— to use your own lan- 
guage — subaisla between a slave and his re- 
lentless maslerV 

Again, my Lord Shrewsbury, if there were 
a rral Union, the people of Ireland would be 
entitled to as abundant a paxliamentary fran- 
chise as the people of England. The electors 
would be in tbe same proportion to the general 
population in Ireland, as tbey are in England. 
But how ia the fact? The fact ia, that there 
arc not in Ireland quite so many as two per 
cent, of the male population in the agricnllural 
counties posseasing the elective francbisBi 
whereas in England, from 33 lo 30 per cent, of 
the same class have the franchise. 

Do you call this a real Union ? 

In the county of Hertford, the populatian is 
95,977. The voters are 5,013. 

In the county of Galway, the population is 
381,564. The voters are only 3,061. 

Is this a rial Union, Lord Shrewsbury ? Or 
is it a moeliery — having the name, but not the 
substance of a Union ? 

Again : the Isle of Wight has S8,T3I inha- 
bitants. The Vetera are 1 167. 

In Mayo, the inhabitants are 36G,33S. The 
voters are only 967 1 

Is tblaarraiUnlon? 

Another instance. In Anglesey, the popu- 
lation are 33,508, The voters ai 

In Kerry, the population are SI 
voters are only 1161 1 

Is this, too, a real Union ? 

One instance more. In the coonty of Corlt 
the agriculHa-al population is now 750,000. 

In Wales, the entirt population are, in round 
numbers, 800,000. 

In Cork county, there are but 3000 voters. 
In Wales, 36,0001 

Can that be called a real Union, that gives 
reaulla of such different magnitude in the enjoy- 
ment of the electoral ii'anchise — tbe mottt 
valuable of all? 

Nor does the degrading inferiority reat there. 
For instead ofbavinganytheleaathopeofobtain- 
Ing an extension of the franchise of Ireland, 
commensurate with the franchise of England, 
the direct contrary is decreed. Lord Stanley 
has determined to cut off probably two-thirds 
of the existing voters. He had a majority even 
in the last parliament. Ho has a most trium- 
phant majority in tbe present. And that faction 
which now enables him to trample at his dia~ 
cietioQ upon the rights of Irishmen, is bounded 
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on by Sir >Tolin Oenril, fuid tha redoolitalilB 
Earl of SIiTEwflliury. 

There is another equally, if not mora, po- 
teatia! proof of the deuuptive uuture of the 
Union. It consists iu the moat nStiditig de- 
privation of Iriiland of her rightful portion of 
rBprBsentBtJTea ]a the houae of Commons. 

Ireland has but 105 members out of 658. 
She ought to have at least 170. 

By the ealeulationa made hy Lord Caatlc- 
reagh himself, Bltbedmeof the Union, Ireland 
was entitled to 108 members. The scale that 
he calculated upoo was aa follows : he stated 
that Ireland waa entitled 

Members. 
For comparative population, to 202 

„ „ Exports.. 100 

„ „ Imports !I3 

„ „ Bcvenue 39 

Total 434 

The mean of these quantities gave 108 and a 
fraction. And thus, on Lord Castlerengh's 
DWD shoning,Ir(>laiid should have had lOSnicm- 
bers. Ho struck oS eight in tbo insolence of 
despotic power. 

This calculation \tbs corrected soon after by 
Mr. Ncwcnliam, who proicd tliat upon Lord 
Caatlereogh's own showing, the scale ought to 
base been as follows ! — 

Members. 
For comparative population.... 'JSH 

„ „ E:iports I7t) 

„ „ Imports 1S8 

„ Kevenue 86 

„ „ Bentol.... 1B6 

Total 846 

The mean of these five quantities is 169 and 
a fraction. 

To Amplify, however, the chum of Ireland, 
or rather the evidence of her right to an in- 
creased reprcsentaiioii, I will place It upon the 
joint basis of comparative population and com- 
parative revenue on(jl. Tailing two periods, 
the one of 1821, and the other of II93I, I begin 
vritb tb&t of 1821. 

The population rolura of 1831 gives to Eng- 
laod 12 miliions, and to Ireland 7 miHions of 
inhabitants, taken in round numbers for the 
sake of clearness. 

For the same purpose I l4iko tho rcpresouts^ 
tion of England at SOU only. 

There is a poiliamectary paper that shows 
the comparative revenue of England and Ire- 
land in the year 1821 ; hy which It appears 
that Ireland paid in that year more than one- 
fflghlh of the entire revenue. Tailing it then upon 
these grounds, the right of Ireland would be 
Members. 

Por population 3 to l2upon 300, gives 291 

Tot revenue, one-eighth gives 62 

Total 353 
The ono-half, or mean, of those two num- 
bers, gives Ireland a dear rigbtlo lT6mombcr9. 



I now come to the year 1831. The p« . 

tloQ returns of that year give England, in rt 
numbers, a population of thirteen million 
Ireland of eight millions. 

Tho following is a correct abetraot of tlA 1 
revenue produced by both countries in that 

Revenue credited to Great 

Britam £48,32a,21fi 

Deduct Teas consum- 
ed in Ireland 41300,000 

Deduct for all other 
customable artitles 
consumed in Ire. 

land 1,000.000 

I,500,0fl 

Real Revenue of Great Britain 40,825,3^ 

Revenue credited to Ireland ... 4,.5eO,8W 
Add the above 1,500,000 

Actual Irish Revenue £6.000,837 

Now, to ftvirid all cavfl whatsoever, I will 
take the Irish revenue as uniy one-tenlli of the 
English I and even at this most disadvontsge- 
ODS mode of making the calcnlotifin, the i^bt 
of Ireland to increased representation did, mt 
the lime of tho passing of tho Ketorm Act, 
stand thus : — 

Ireland for population — 8 to 13 on ' 

500, gives 307 ^M 

„ Revenoe— 1 to 10 on ^H 

Suo, gives SO ^H 

Total 357 ^H 

The mean of those two, being one-hol^ '^^l 
titled Iceland to 178 members. ^^H 

I recapitulate thus : — ^^M 

Ist — That according to tho detested Caatflt^H 
reagh himself, Ireland ought to have lOS 
members from the time of the nnion statnU. 
The Reform Act has given us only 10.^. I 

Sadly. ^According to Caatlereagh'a ealculv- J 
tions, corrected by Newenhom, Ireland ought I 
tiy the Union statute to have 169 members. I 
She baa but 105. The consequence is, that \ 
upon Caatlereagh's Own principle, Ireland la 
deirauded of 64 memhcrs. 

3rdly. — Upon tho combined basis of popaloi- 
tion and revenoe, taking the return of 1831 
for the population, and taking the revenue of 
Ireland as one-ejgbth, she ought to have I7G 
members. She Aai but 105. Ireland is there- 
fore defrauded of 71 members upon this 
calculation. 

4thly Taking the population return of IS31 

immediately before the passing of the Reform 
Act, and estimating tho Irish revenue as only 
one-tenth, yet Ireland at the passing of that 
act was entitled plainly and demonstratively 
to I78membera; and the Reform Act there- 
fore defrauded her of 73 members. 

Now, if there were a real Union, there 
ought to be no difficulty in obtaining for bo- 
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K''hnd at least ISO members in the house of 
commons of the United Farilament. To give 
the intercatB of her people due protection, 
there ought not to bo less. I have proved that 
on the result of (^ombinvd population and re- 
venue, she 19 entitled to much more. But 
there ia such an abBence of rralily in the Hub- 
aistlDg Union, that it is idle to demonstrate 
how clear our title is to such an increase of 

^^ ~ *■ ' nnection between the two coun. 
e jou please, but I conjure 700 

not venture to call it a Union, 
s you add some word eipressWe of how 
thorough a mockery it is. 

■When the Heform Bill was before Parlia- 
ment, I urged the claim of Ireland for a full 
representation. I demonstrated her title to it. 
There was then a fair and ample opportunity 
of doing ua Justice; but vre were contemptu- 
ously refused. Andthia refusal was aggravated 
tn its insulting nature, by the increase that wad 
made in the representation of the English 
couuties. 

Every county in Eiigland with more than 
50,000 hihabitttuta, got an Increase of one mem- 

Every county in England vrith more than 
100,000 inhabitants got an increase of two 
members. There is but one county in Ireland 
with so few as 100,000 inhabitants ; yet no 
Irish eountj got any increase to the repreaen- 

tA. few instances will make this contrast 
ra striking. 
"he population of 'Worci'alorshirc in 1831 

m3lj,366. The Reform Bill gave that sWrc 
two addiliunol ropresentativea. It has there- 
fore four members. 

The population of the county of Galway 
ms theu3RI,407. It got no addition ; and has 
therefore only two n^embers. 

The population of Leicestershire was in 
1831, l!17,276. It had two members. It got 
by the Kcform Billtwo more. It has therefore 
now four numbers. The populaOon of Tip- 
perary was 380,598. It got no addition— it 
has therefore but two. 

Northamptonshire had a population of 
279,276. The Reform Bill gave it two addi- 
tional representatives. It has thereroro got 
four. The population of the county of Down 
ia 307,571. It got no addition— it has but two 

The population of Cuinherland was 136,681. 
It got two addtdoiial members. It has four. 
The rural popuhition of Cork was in 1831, 
713,716. Cork got no addition— it has but 
two members. 

Could these things be, if there worn a real 
Union, and not a mocking servitude? 

Let it be reoolleetcd that the principle upon 
which the augmentation in the English coundca 
took place, WEu that kekelt of population. 

If THEllE ItERB A EEAt UhIOB, THE SAHE 

FBtHciPLE yrouirO Bs ArrLus 10 Ibelani). 



We are laughed to scorn, even by Lord 
Shrewsbury, when we ask that the same prin- 
ciple should be applied to Ireland aa to Eng- 
land. But will yon, mj lord, afler this, 
presume to say that there Is s real Union 
between the two conntriea? If you do, your 
own derision will be retorted upon you, and 
your assertion will be treated by the Iiith 
nation with contemptuous soom. 

It has been foolishly alleged by way of 
reply, that there are in England also, anoma- 
lies in the representation ; small constituencies 
returning two members, and large ones that 
return no greater number. Aye — thero are. 
But they all return the representatives of Eng- 
lishmen) all connected with, and obedient to 
English interests. It ia a mere question of 
diitribution among tkenutlva. The Irish nomi- 
uate none of them. Nor ore any of them 
pledged to their constituents ta favour of Irish 
interests. There would be something indeed 
in the inference drawn &om that fact, if our 
complaint was aghast the dtatribuliojt in In- 
land of Iriih memhtrt. It is not SO. We take 
Ireland agsjnst England, and we thos find 
that England has in every pmnt the insulting 
superiority; and Ireland in every respect a 
degrading inferiority. 

Denominate this a Union, if you choose ; / 
call it by its proper name, a mockery. 

I now come to my fourth assertion. 

>' That the Union, lucA ai it it, hai infiicled 
" inJHilitt, opprtnion, amf mitery unparalliil ia 
" Ireland; and thai there is not and cannot be 

" rity, .ace Sy the ratoration of Iht Iriih 
" Parliamtnt." 

In ]lS'i, Ireland forced the English govern- 
ment to recognize her independence. In 1783, 
Irehind attained selt-govemment. What en- 
sued? Peace and prosperity; the moat rajrid, 
the most extraordinary siridea in improvement 
of every kind. Prosperity In every depart- 
ment and in every branch ; commerce fostered 
and increaaedj agricnlture encouraged and 
enriched 1 manufactures promoted and ex- 
tended ; party spirit checked and decaying 1 
every class daily increasing in wealth and in 
comfort ; the labourer becoming a farmer ; the 
farmer rising into the rank of gentleman; 
the gentleman swelling into the baronet; 
the baronet elevated to the peerage; com- 
mercial men acquiring eatatea ; towns growing 
into cities ; population accumulating; andcheer- 
ta] merriment, so congenial to the Irish dis- 
position, gladdening the land at every aide- 
No country on the face of the earth ever 
made so rapid a progress in improvement of 
every kind, as Ireland did in t)ie fourteen years 
whi<^ succeeded her legislative independence. 
And that in spite of the odious incubus of the 
tithe system. 

I am not speaking of imaginary things. I 
am not indulging the visions of fancy. I assert 
only that which every human being knows to 
be literally true, and wlijeh no man can have 

tlic hardiliDiKl to deny ; nauely, that the uprise 
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of Ireland In all tlie arta. oamfarts, and U«S9' 
ings of domnierce, ngricullure, and civilization, 
for the fourteen yeais eniiuiiig her legislalivt 
independence and produced by that measure, 
has never been equalled in any otLer country, 
in any age or period of time. 

Tbe bankers of the eity of Dublin mi 
tbg I8lh of December, 1T98, and entered 
Ibeae resolutions against the tlien tbrealened 

"BcBOlvcd — That since the renunciatii 
" the power of Great Brilsin in the year 1782 
" to legUlale for Ireland, the commerce and 
" proaperily of this kingdom have aoiinontly 
" increased. 

" Resulved — That we attribute these bless- 
" iiigs under Providence to the wisdom of the 
" Irish parliament." 

The guild of merchants of Dublin met on the 
14lh of January, 17U9, and entered into the 
following resolution; 

"Keaolied — That the commerce of Ireland 
'*haH Increased, and her manufactures impro- 
" ved beyond eiample, since ibe independence 
"of this kingdom was restored by the eier- 
"tiOQS of our countrymen in 1783." 

A thousand more such documents mif^ht be 
easily produced. 

There is another fact equaUy unquestionable ; 
that the Union has not conferred any one 
benefit on Ireland. 

In the words of Lard Shrewsbury, " It Aai 
bm abartivi of goad and prolifii: of ecU." It 
gave up our national independence. It handed 
over our inherent right of self-government 11 
atultiSed ourselves, and proclaimed our inca- 
pacity. It degraded and provincialized uui 
countrj. It gave her up to the stranger and 
the uotriendly. It was treason against our 
native land. What value — what consideration 
have we received in return? None — None — 
none! •■ The axga of ii'n are death." Buch 
were the vrages of the Union. The riit was 
the crime of others— .ours was the puniihrnent I 

This one truth, I repeal, is indiapntable— 
that the Union has not conferred upon Ireland 
an; one advantage. 

Having brought the mindi of tny readers to 
this uue indisputable truth, I now call on them 
to turn their attention to the fatal consequeoecs 
of the Union. If that measure has been un- 
prodnctive of good, it has, alas! been moat 
ftuitful in evil. Its mischiefs, its miseries, 
have been multitudinous. 

I place some of them before you in the fol- 
lotviu); order. 

¥iiLii:i.t— It depriaed Ireland of teJf-goBern- 
mait. It reducedher into the state ofapravmce 
fram being an Udepetdenl nation. 

No man oan undervalue self-government, 
but a man of low and grovelling mind; some 
person who Imagines that Englishmen, or 
Scotchmen, or perhaps Frenclunen, arc of a 
higher order of beings than tbe Irish. If an 
Irishman bo equally fit to govern, to make 
law*, aad to execute them, as the natiru of any 



other couutrj, vcliy should we give to othcrl 
the power of making laws for us, or of en>- 
cuting them? Is it not evident that no persons 
cBD have so great an interest in there being 
good taws in Ireland, as the inhabitants of Ire- 
' ? Having, tlien, the moat deep interest ill 
(here being ^ood laws in Ireland ; having our 
properties, ourliviw, our comforts, our liberties, 
all at stake in the good government of our 
country ; must we not be the most St persons 
to take care of those properties by wise laws i 
protect our hves by just institutianB i to 
attend to tbe promotion of our comforts by sa- 
latarj regulationB, and to establish our liberties 
by Bomid legislation ? Who else can have the 
deep, the entire, the perpetual interest we have 
I these things ? If this be so — as it certainly 
so — is it nut the height of wicked absurdity 
I us, to devolve upon strangers the care of 
iGSe most important concerns, and to deprive — 
ourselves of tbe natoral control and superin- J 
tendance over our own affairs ? 4 

Tliis government and management vre vreraH 
deprived of by the Union, — they can be re-^ 
stored to us only by the abrogation of that 

It is true — famiharly true, even to the trits- 
ness of a proverb— that ha who entrusts bia 
business to others is sure to have it n^Iactad j 
that no man's business is well done, but th« 
busiuess of a man who superintends it him- 
self. 

What is true of each individual, is eqtiallj 
true of the aggregate of individuals called a 
nation. Each nation has a sacred duty im- 
posed on it, to attend to its own affairs ; that 
duty is also a sacred right, which in our case 
has been most treacherously as well as basely 
violated. 

This, oa I have said, is manifestly an evil 
inherent in the Union, and fur winch there can 
of course be no remedy but in the repeal of that 
measure. 

The 9ECOHD great evil of the Union U thf J 
financial robbery of Ireland inhiek hat bcn**l 
effected by means of that meainre. f 

At the time of the Union, Ireland owed 
something under 20 millions. England then 
owed more than 441) millions. That is to say, 
England owed a debt S3 times and a quarter 
larger than the debt of Ireland. If tbe Union 
had been a just and reasonable comgiact, the 
future debt and copsequent taxation of both 
countries should have remained in the same 
proportion. Ireland was entitled to have the 
same protection from debt and ta;(ation in the 
united parhament, that she bad obtained from 
her own legislature. 

It is so manifestly fair and just that these pro- 
portions should be preserved, that if the rule 
to be applied to a private partnership, 
every person would say it was that which corn- 
sense and common honesty required. If 
tlie estate of A were burthoued with a debt of 
£liO,UUU, and the estate uf B, C, and U bur- 
thened with o debt of £448,000, A would b« 
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quite mad, it, lot tlic mere sskc of forniiiie a 
partoerahip, he were to give B, C, and D the 
puwiT [o cbarge hit estalo with a greater pro- 
portion of future debts, tha.n thut which It bore 
to tho existm)[ dehts &t tbe lime at the coas- 
mencemeut of the firm. Ue certainly would 
not do Bu, except la recoiopcniie for bla gettiu); 
a ^eater share of tlie proflts of the cooc 
Such however was not the case with Ireland- 
All the profita have gone to hor pwtners, and 
she is left to abide hy the lou. 

It IB manifest, that upon a fair bu^u the 
debt of each country would hare remaned at 
the same proportion. The dcDt of England 
baa about doubted since the Union i the debt 
of Ireland ought not to have more llum doubled 
alio. 

In that caae-the fair and just case— Ireland 
would at tills moineut owe at the utmost 40 
tnilKons ; a sum which she could easily pay off 
vrithin ten years ; eoolributlng her full prupor- 
tlon to the burthens of the natc, she might 
Mslly be the le»st taied country in the world. 
■What is her present state now by means of the 
TTnion ? Wby, Khe is chargeable as a portioD 
of the United Kingdom irilh the entire of up- 
wards of £800,000,000 due by England. There 
oan be do sensible diminution of taxation in 
]blJBnd until the Greeli Italends ; that is, UQtil 
a aubstantial portioti of tho Englieh debt is 
paid off. 

If sach an ii^ustico were committed between 
man and man, everybody would cry out Bgainst 
the robber. But when the robbery comes to 
be committed agiunst a nation, at the rate of 
hundreds of miUious, then there is nobody to 
exclum igoinat the plunderer, and it is ex- 
pected that the ptuudcrcd nation will IranquiHy 
endure the spoliation. 

I want to know tlus: what pretext can there 
posaibly be in point of cottimon sense and 
common honesty, why Ireland should be 
chargeable tor one shilling of the 446 millions 
which England owed at the time of the Union ? 
It was voted by the English parliament — 
raised by the English parliament — spent by the 
English parlismcut — Ireland all the time sup- 
porting her own establishments, and instead 
of TcBciriBg money from England, remitlmg 
money to that country. Again T ask, ' 
there ever was so flagrant a violatioD a 
and justice, as charging Ireland with one single 
shilling of that debt '! 

The case of Irelatid is still stroiiiier on this 
point, because there was an absolute under- 
taking that Ireland should have no loiieern 
whatsoever with the debt then due by Great 

It will be convenient that I state with pre- 
cision what the amount of that debt was. 

I have called the British debt at the time of 
the Union 446 millions. It stood accnrately 



Annual interest: — 

Charge of funded debt.... £15,80OJ)OO 
„ of unfunded 1,031,000 

Total charge £16,831.000 
This being understood, we now come la the 
iolenm declaration of Lord Castlereagh upon 
this subject, made on the Qth of February, 
1800. His pledge was in these words; In 
re^wct of past eipenses, Inland I'l to hatu 
^* no concern mhafaocver with the debt of Great 
Brilam." Agalu he said. " Great Britain now 
paid taxes for interest on her debt, ten millions." 
(Observe here, that be thovld have said she 
paid in interest £16,831,000.) His inaccuracy 
however was not malerUl, became be added, 
"far any praporliox oflht'i, »Ae [Britam] eoutd 
" not call upon Inland. It mat ihrrrfere abio- 
"lutelsneccaryiaKt 



Total debt f 4*6;J85,000 



of the amount of the 
annual cbargc upon the then existing British 
debt attracted little attention, because it was a 
matter wliich eould bo at onee set right by 
official documents. But the ptinciplr of the 
Union pledge was, that the then existing debt 
of Great Britain and the annual charge on It, 
whatever that charge mi ^t be, should be borne 
exclusively by Great Britain, and that she 
should not call upon Ireland for any proportion 
thereof. 

This created on obligation upon Great Briton 
to pay taxes, of which no part should bo charge- 
able in Ireland, to the amount, in round num- 
bers, to 17 millions per annum. 

Has she done so? I have the Rnance ac- 
counts for the year 1839 before me. The fol- 
lowing are the items of the separate taxation ut 
Great Britain:— 
Land and assessed taxes ... £3,939,000 

Bricks 463,000 

Soap 782,000 

Post-horse duty 224,000 

Total £5,408,000 
In certain stamp duties, and home-made 
spirit duties, there is a higher rate of taxation 
in England thao In Ireland. Its produce is at 
present uncertain, but may be aacert^ned. 
Assuming it to add a fourth to the foregoing 
items, the total is £6,773,000. 

Taking for granted that England has given 
herself a similar rclicf-^sBy in round numhera 
ten millions annually for the last ten years, 
there would thos, without going farther back 
aa we might do, be a sum of 100 millions of 
which the English have been exonerated by 
increasing unfairly the burthen on the Irish, 

One attange instaoca of the mixture of In- 
sult with injustice, in matter of flnance, since 
the Union, is to be found in the fact, that the 
committee of the English house of commons 
' have transferred to the charge of Ireland, the 
£1,375,000 paid by England for the purchase 
of non^nalion boroughs— thus compelling Ire- 
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land to paj the wages of her own degradatii 

There is One more ttiumcial grievance that I 
Bholl luetilion, and then coucludc this topiu. 
Since the peace. Great BrltoJD has exonerated 
herself of annukl taies to the ajnount uf forry 
millions a jeor, and exonerated Ireland only to 
the amount of one million annually. Assuredly 
I need not follow this sabjoct further. 

NoiT, Lord Shrewsbury, what remedy can 
Ireland hacc, save bj the restoration of her 
own parhament? How or where else can the 
question he fairly discussed ? How otherwise 
can Ireland get rid of her liability to 446 mil- 
lions, of which she does not justly owe one 
farthing 7 How otherwise is she to get rid of 
her liabihty to an odditionaJ 400 millions or 
thereabouts, of which she does not own more 
than, at the utmost, afaoat one-tonlh? You 
Tiow perceive how deeply seated are the evils 
of the Union; and how aTl-powerfuIlj inter- 
eated arc tbe people of Ireland in procuring its 
repeal. 

The THiED ail ,;,iilHi5 from th^ Union « 

It wai not the less a momtrmi mischief. 

It was tkU :—The Union retarded the eman- 
cipation of the Irish Catholics for a fall quarter 
of a ctntvry. A full generation lived and died 
in slavery, who would have enjoyed the bless- 
ings of equal laws but for the Union- 
It is not probable that an; reasonable man 
can doubt the effect which the Union had in 
retarding tbe flill emancipation of tbe CathoUcs 
of Ireland. If such person be fonod, let me 
ask him to recollect the facts that preceded tbe 
Union. 

Emancipation commenced in lTTS-9. A con- 
siderable instalment, especially as related to 
the enjoyment of property by the Catholics, 
was obtained in that yeai. 

In VlB'l, a glorious epoch I another and a 
large InataJnient was obtained, creating perfect 
equality with respect to properly in land ; and 
what was yet more valuable — allowing Catho- 
lics to open schools aod have their youth 
instructed in scienCH and literature. 

The third instabnent was in the latter end of 
1793, and opened the profession of the law to 
Catholics. Another and a greater iustalment 
was granted in 17^3, which, above all other 
things, gave to the Catholics the itiatrumcnt of 
full liberation — the elective rnAscaiaE. 

In 1795, another, a complete act of emanci- 
pation was carried in the house of commons, 
by an Dvorwhelming mnjority, and would have 
passed into law but for a change In tbe Eng- 
lish ministry. 

Thus, within the space of fifteen years, four 
different statutes of relief were passed by tbe 
Irish parliament iu favour of the Catholics. 
The English parliament refused to concede the 
same extent of rights to the EngUsh Catholics. 
Tbe distractions of the year 1798 might be 
said to retard the progreas of emancipation for 
a moment, but It could not possibly retard it 
long. There were in favour of procuring 
cniaacipation, the increasing number of the 



Catholics ; their increasing wealth ; the boil- J 
ness habits of the Cathollo barristers ; tU 1 
great practical influence of the Catholic stldt^ J 
neys ; an influence which to my knowledKt I 
was used with the noblest disinteresledner' 
and tlie greatest practical utility, during o 
struggles for emancipation. The Catbalio 
attorneys received little public honour and less 
emolument. But they were eminently useful 
in bridling tbe oppressor, vindicating QtA 
oppressed, and creating the geoeral co-opera^ 
tioD of all classes. 

In the first struggles fur emancipation, tha 
Catholics were obliged to hire Protestant 
secretaries and managers. They had now men 
of their own — accustomed to appear befow 
the public, and capable as well as ready to dil- 
tinguish themselves in the public cause. 

With an these advantages, and with this still 
greater advantage, that the votes of CathoUci 
could influBDce tlie retnm of from ona bundrtd 
to ooe hundred and fifty members of the Iriali 
house of commons, it was utterly impossiblt 
that three, or at most, four years after 1800, 
could have elapsed without their full and cob^ 
plcte emaucipatiou. 

But the Union Intervened. The parUft- 
menlnry influence of the Irish Cathollca in tlM 
British bauae fell to the lowest ebb, and 
scarcely existed at all. It was scattered and 
unorganized. We had to go before a foreign and 
unfriendly parliament; and even when we thrice 
obtained a majority in the house of commoiu, 
our bill was as often thrown out in the houM 
of lords I I viill not further refer to the histotj 
of our struggles ; but, acquainted as I aOi 
with their details, I do not hesitate solemnly (o 
declare my conviction — I may almost say nt} 
certain knowledge — tliat tbe Union retwdw 
emancipation for upwards of twenty-five 39IZ*. 

In fact, no man can deny this; that the 
CalholicB of Ireland were driven to the aeoW- 
aity of malting so formidable (though l^al) 
a combination, as to induce, even in England, 
a constitutional necessity on the part of most 
unwilling statesmen to yield emancipalion. 
What a small portion of the same constitutJonal 
force would have suificed to oblaln the 
palion act from tbe Irish parliament t 

The FOCBTH evU Tosultiag from the Vnia 
one of a purely practical nature. It retal, 
Ihe emplvymenl of Irishmen in the varUivt 
parlnienls of the slate aiut collection of the 

Before the Union, the taxes vcro r^aed 
colleoled, and they Wgre also principally di>> 
pended by Irishmen, All the offices in tbe 
IHV as well as in the revenue vere filled by 
Irishmen. Tbe boards of excise and customs 
were Irish. The stamp dapartmentawas filled 
by none bat Irish, The post office knew no 
employes but Irish. The infiuencc of tbe Irish 
government was coniiiderable in the mtaj. It 
was partially felt, yet to an importnnt extent, 
in the navy. Th«re was then no Iraniffer to 
England of duties which ought to be performed 
in Ireland. In short, the entire of what one 
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nMt call tiM MS ot gotemment 
liiilly and uIiDDgt universally Irisli. If Die 
Union had not taken plue, this mnnt huTo 
continued, and, when Iherb was room for it, it 
mustlmvc augmented. 

How is it nowt Aiaa, aisi! many of our 
departments are tranaferred to England, and 
■II else that can be remared are Uleralij on 
liie winf;. Ir joa ga intu any of tlie public 
oRiccB that remain, your ear is shocked with 
the contented gabble of gome stall-fed EngUah 
invader; 07 the harali though shrewd remark 
of some Scotch inspector. Here and there you 
may meet at) Irishman ; but they are " rari 
nuites," and with difficulty beep tbemseires 
aflual amongst nngenial superiors. Englisli 
buTialcrs have boon actually conTened into 
Mlomiiya, in order to exclude Irish BOllcttors 
from the revenue department We hare bad 
fire Englith chancelion since the Union, and 
(with the eacepllon of a few months) we have 
had In fui^t bnl one Iiith ohancellor ; and I 
believe it is not intended that we should ever 
have another. It bus been publicly asscrlvd 
thai the Irish bencli was to be opened to the 
Sngliih bar; and it is not libely that even the 
SMiltant bariiatcrsiilpi will bo long the oxclu- 
aire possession of (hose who may be designa- 
ted — however inaecuralflj — as " mere Irish." 

It <s qaile clear that nothing but the Repeal 



of tl 



Union 



isgriev, 



; but 



IhaJwouldflffBCtualiydDit. The Scotch cry of 
" oar aio fish-guts for our ain sea-mews" may 
be the exaggeration of nationality; but it is 
nu exaggeration to wish and ta insist that the 
salaries paid by the Iriah people, shoald be re- 
served for and received by Irishmen alone. 

7%e TtTjii eeil resulting Jram Ihe Uniim ii 
eae / httoc already nttutitd to, and lofticA / may 
lAtrefire pass over iriih a tingle remoril. It it 
lAfl viler iHadtqaaey of Iht Irah rcprejenlation 
in parliament. 

We have less than one rixlh of the re- 
presenlation ; 105 out of 6AS members. Ac- 
cordingly, vheneier English interests or Eng- 
lish prejudicei clash with Irish rights, it would 
be as well that Ireland had no representatives 
at all. The present posture of pabllo affairs 
eiticidates this assserlion. The English anti- 
pathy to Iniland; (he English hostility to the 
religion of the people of Ireland; nulled with 
the congenial elements of monopoly and cor- 
ruption, have produced a parliament so iniml- 
eai to Ireland, that we are completely at the 
mercy of the British cabinet They con now 
dictate loa willing parliament their own lermsof 
Irish servitude. Would it not be belter that we 
had not one single Irish member in the hoUse, 
than la have 09 there to be dragged at the 
chariot wheels ofour bitter enemies! Oh 1 tor 
the 8elf-goverumunt which the Repeal would 

The SIXTH evil resulting from (he Union I 
have already alluded to. It la Ihi miaera&lg 
^^ and iiiailloiglg restricted and liyniled ilate iiftke 
^M^varliameHtarT/Jranchise in Ireland. 



already sketched. They give results of the 
most painful nature to the feelings and judg- 
ment of every Irishman. 

I'he SSVENTD evil resalting from (he Union 
I have already detuied. It is the miierably 
and innllinylsnitrietedand llmlled ilale of Ike 
municipal rtfurvi hilt for Ireland. 

I have alto BpedRed at some length (he ini- 
qnitoaa defects of that bill. 

Why then do I intrnduce a. second time tho 
restricted (ranchise and (he restricted munici- 
pal reform ? For two reasons. 

The first is, that they are evils naturally 
arising from the Union. 

The second is, that It has been asserted that, 
ilmitad as they are, they still are better than 
the former system, and therefore are boons con- 
ferred on as by the United Parliament. I feel 
it my dnty (o demonstrate the fallacy of (hat 

The assertion of their being boons conferred 
on us by the United Parliament, is a mere 
begging of the question. It takes for granted 
that the Irish parliament wonld not have con- 
ceded these, or a greater extent of reform- 
Now, it ia perfectly capable of demonstra- 
tion that this supposition is tnlaUy anfounded 
in fact. Why? For two reasons; firstly, 
because the Irish parliament before (he Union 
had more fiBqnenUj lakrn a liberal part than 
did the British parliament before that mea- 
sure; secondly, because this decisive proof 
was given by (he Irish members in (he United 
ParliaDien( of (heir superior attachment to the 
principles of reform— it was this — that when 
the Reform Bill was introduced by Lord Grey's 
government into parliament, there was a ma- 
jority of English membera agalntl the Sill — 
there was a majority of Scotch members 
ojoinil the Bill; hut the majority of Irish 
members in iU favour outnumbered both the 
English and Scotch majorities agunst it, and 
secured the second reading of the bill. 

The superior liberality of tho Irish members 
Is (hm established. It cannot ho questioned 
that as they did so much for England and for 
Scotland, (hey would have done more for Ire- 
land. The trnth really Is, that instead of the 
Union procuring reform for Ireland, It was 
clearly and beyond a doubt the Union which 
procured reform for England and Scotland, 
On the other hand, the English and Scotch 
reformers sliowed their usual and unallered in- 
justice to the Irish. They toolt to their aid the 
Tories in the house; and with an ingratiludo 
unexampled, save in the dealings of the Eng- 
lish to (he Irish, they flung to Ireland muU- 
Isled, restricted, and fettered reforms ! 

Is there any remedy short of the Repeal of 
the Union? Surely if there ever was a hope 
of justice for Ireland ftam (he imperial par- 
liament, that man must bo mod who entertains 
auch a hope at present 

The BIOHTH, and greatest infliction of tho 
Union, la the eoNtiiuatKe of the eeclesirutkal 



tiate Tevenuo in ilie hands of the cleryy qf a 
Mmall miHorily of the Iria/i Peoplt. 

>'The hatred of the Irish people la tithes, is 
AS immartal, as thnlr Igre at justlca" I If Ihe 
Unian had net iDtorri^iied, Cftlhnlic cmBUcipa- 
tion would have been, nithoul doabl or diffi- 
cult}', mid immediately, foUavod b; a defini- 
tive npproprialion of the tithes. Veatfld iutei- 
eitB would have been respected, but the rerer- 
siaa would have been applied lo purposes of 
educntiou and cliatity. Long and long sitioc 
the name atid natuie of Kthea would have beei 
effaced in Ireland. We owe to the Union Ihei 
oonlinuonce. Weahallowe to the Kepeal thei 

Tbe NINTH inSiclion of the Union is scarcely 
of leas mngnitude. It is this — llie ennrmoi 
■ ■■ le af absenticism. 









Ireland. It ha* st every period of her eon- 
neiion with England retarded her proaperlty, 
and increased every other cause of distress. It 
was the natural result of the system of English 
misrule. The surfsce of Ireland has, with 
very few exceptions, been confiscated three 
times over; and many districts much oftoner. 
The diitiihalion of the plunder was generally 
— indeed, almost DnivBrsally — made to stran- 
gers resident in England. 

The Irish parliament endeavoured to dimin- 
ish the misobief; and the English monaichs 
occasionally, with the assistance of that par- 
liament, resumed their grants. By the statute 
28th Hen. Till, ynur ancestor, my lord, was 
thus deprived, by reason of his criminal ne- 
g;lect of Ireland, of a large estate in the connlj 
of Weiford. Yet the great ovii continued, and 
received no mitigation, sare for Ihe short pe- 
riod of the prevalence of the spirit of I7H2, 
irhen for the first time it receiied a check. 

The Union however restored it to its pris- 
tine vigour, and doily Increased iu enormily. 
In 1801, Lbe calculation of absentee rente, and 
pensions payable by Ireland and spent in 
other conntries, amounted lo £1,,^00,UUO an- 
nually. There is now no doubt that the ab- 
sentee rents and surplus Irish revenue trans- 
mitted to England, amount at present to more 
than six millions per annum, and have done 

Here are for ton years no less than sixty 
millions raised in Ireland, and every shilling 
of it transmitted out of Ireland, and spent in 
foreign laads. In the history of mankind 
there ii no instance of such a, withering ei. 
haustion of any country; of such a tribute paid 
by one country to another. 

When you contemplate this fact, are jou — 
can you be aurpriied at the misery and destitu- 
tion of Ireland? 

There Is this bitter aggravation of the mis- 
chief—that it is daily augmenting ! The tide 
of absenteeism has set in strongly. 'I*here 
wore, first, the natural abseutees, as I may call 
them, who have also estates in England. — 
Neit,the Irish peers and commoners. Next, 
all thoie — and Uiey are many — who are afiecl- 



ed by their example. But why need I enter ' 
into details! All the objects of ambition or 
self-interest, draw crowds to Ibe seat of govern- 
ment. The result is, that scarcely any man of 
property remains, unless be has some indivi* 
du^ tie or obligation on him to remain. 

There is this other bitter aggravation of the 
evils of absenteeism — that it leaves the Irish 
estates in the hands of, generally speaMngi 
heariless agents — but who at all events have no 
personal interest beyond the collection of eaoh 
year's rent; and who therefore have no ulJUh 
inducemont to look to the penuanent prosperi- 
ty or oven the future existence of the tenantry. 

Have you heard of the clearance eystem ? 
or the extermination system 1 Of the mulU- 
tudinous murders committed on ejected tenaDti, 
not by the sword or the bayonet, but by the 
more tedious but equally criminal process of 
cold, famine, and disease ! Of the hideous &§- 
sassi nations, retaliated i 
wildest justice of revenge . 
cused or palliated for any reason, or on any 
provocation. 

Details are needless. The inevitable effects 
of an absenlea drain of six millions annually, 
most present themselves to every rational 
mind. If these six miltlons were spent in Ire- 



1 Ihe spirit c 



But why should I harrow my soul by 
ideal oontrastl It is enough to say that 
lund is subject to atiibule, an annual tribul 
of six millions 
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exhaustion; it 

There is hut one remedy — the restoration of 
the Irish parliament. 

The TENTH evil is that Iki Union hat de.^ 
alrai/ed the trade and manufaclurei of Inlui 
andJUIed the land twilA sorraw, mUery, a ' ' 

Lot me give a few of the many insia 
Irish depression consequent upon the Dnion. 

The Irish linen trade flonrished before the 
Union, under the paternal care of a nationd 
legislature. I'be exportsof Irish linen amount- 
ed in value to more than three millions af 
pounds sterling by the year. They experienced 
after the Union a reduction of four-fifths. I 
believe they have fallen lower still. Legisla- 
tive causes could be adduced for the decline — 
causes which Ihe Irish parliament would hsTS 
obviated. 

One word only on the history of the Irish 
linen trade. The woollen manufacture was in 
a flourishing state at the period ol 
tion. It was openly and avowedly crushed 
crealo u monopoly of that manufacture 
England. 

Oh ! how beloved those English ought to 
by us wild Irish ! The linen manufacture ' 
promoted by way of compensation, It flou~ 
rished until the annual export of the arlicla 
reached three millions sterling. Then came the 
Union, and struck off four-fifths of the trade. 
Well — we are ai>atient people — blessed be God 1 

The linen trade, loo, had this great " ' 
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Ettdid advuilage. The odI; outlaj lo (breign- 
mn vu the piicH of Ihs flaxseed. All Iha real 
npftlia value nrthe article waa compojeilorlnBli 
id and IH>h Ubnur. It wnia tnEnnfacturii 
[ tf health and iQOrala. It employed old. 



u yonng- 



-females i 
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dl-pravily by 
No. The weaver wortea 
at home in the midst of his family. Ho com- 
tdned the health and plenty of BgricallurBl 
pnnuits irlth his lahour as an artisan j and 
checTfuln«», ptvDly, anil cnmrort, blessed [he 
land when ibe linen tiade flDarished. 

Then has Tisen since, in the revDlutioDS o! 
trade, a considerable manufacture of linen 
yam : but its dale has not been loDg> nor is it 
likely to be so. Its very existence ia threat- 
ened by the new ttLriffor French duties, against 
whiith ityould require the protection of recipro- 
city of dnties whlsh an liiab parliament alone 
oould give it At present, it is probable it will 
be McriSced to the lattTCSts of the cntlera of 
Sheffield. 

Bnt II is not only in the mannfacturfa of 
the worling claaacs 1 It is equally in tbe eon- 
Bomptlon oflDxnries that the iritheriug hand 
of the Union is lo be fuund. 
Before the Union, the annual importofcla- 
IntO Ireland »as above 4Dtl tuns. It was 
to 30 tons annually, when the la<t 
account of revenue for Ireland was 
about fifteen years ago. It is prol>a. 
(hfti it does not exceed 20 lima aunuallv at 
The drinkers of claret have Qed to 
Kmntriea, and left Ireland in poverty. 
lOmea are spent elsewhere, 
the Union, the woollen trade flou- 
In Ireland in all the artidci of coaraer 
!. It gave employment lo thousands in 
vailoua towns of Ireland. At Carrick-on. 
alone, it kept in constant work and wages 
I than 7UU0 penonsj where IhiTe were 
Wei?/ not lifty employed ! In short, sinco the 
Union, the woollen trade of Ireland haa liter- 
ally been aoniMlaled. 

Before the Union, the refining of sugar was 
a proaperouB and lucrative business, giving 
vork and w^es lo thonaands. There were in 
the city of Doblin alone, nineteen sogar bake- 
ries ; there is not now a singleoneremaining! 
Tfaii trade is annihilated. 

Before the Union, tbe gloss manufaclure was 
ibing in Ireland : it is now all but anni- 




t the Union, t 



infactura of labi 



ts and Bilks in Dublin . 
aanda. It wbb lately on the verge of extinc- 
tion, but has revived in some small degree by 
the Kepeal mavemenl. 

Before [he Union, the LusineBs of printing 
and bookselling — the manufacture of hala — Ihe 
working in gold and silver plalo—wotch mak- 
ing, and various other branches of trade were 
in a prosperous state in Ireland, which are now 
annihilated or in the last stage of au impover- 
Isbed existence. 



But why sliould I dwell on minor details, 
wht'n one astounding fact places in the clearoit 
light the InorensB of poverty, Ibe accumulation 
of distress, and the fenrful'exteut to vhich [be 
privation of the comforla of life haa been occa- 
sioned by the Union. 

The fact I allode to is this: before the Union, 
Ireland imported annually nearly twice the 
qaoiitity of sugar she Imports at present But 
as the papulation of Ireland has donbled since 
the Union, it is manifest Ihat this falling off 
amoQoti, in point of fact, to nearly Ihree- 
fnorths of the entire. 

The more this fact is considered, the mora 
dlstlnclly will it appear to prove the increase 
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There ia nut one article, the aonsamplion of 
which tends more lo health and comfort than 
sugar. Every person who can afford to do so, 
consumes aa much augar as he conveniently 
can; and that in one thousand different ways. 
No person abandons the nso of aogar, bat a 
person who has not the means of buying It 
The consumption of sugar increases with 
wealthy its diminution ia Ihe most decisive 
proof of poverty. Yet here is Ireland, with a 
diminution of consumptian amoonliuglo three- 
fourlha of the entire quauUty consumed before 
tlie Union ! 

Here is a moal conclusive and unequivocal 
proof of the poverty and deatitulion of Ireland 
arising from the Union. 

I cannot avoid giving some individual aped. 
mens of the withering effect of the Union on 
Iriih trade and manufactures in several locoli. 
lies. I take them from reports made, aome in 
the year IS34, and olbera in the year 1840. 

To begin with Dublin : it is ascerlained from 
anlhenlic documents and returns, that in 1800 
there were in Dublin 91 master msnufacturera 
in the woollen trade, employing 4il38 peraon?. 
In August, 1840, there we're only 12 msslec 
manufacturers; and only G82 persons empioj cd 

In the city of Cork in 1800, Ihore were en- 
gaged in the manufacture of woollen goods, 41 
employers, giving constant work to 2500 
persons. That trade is now completely gone. 
The extensive factory of Mr. Lyons—the last 
in work — is now ooneerted inlo a bleach green. 

In Limerick, at Ihe Union, there were 1000 
woollen weavers. There are not now 70 ! 

One more instance in Ihe woollen trade. It 
is the history of the flannel manufactory in a, 
particular locality i and contains in fact an 
abstract and brief chronicle of the decay of 
trade almost all over Ireland. The place ia 
Rathdnim, coanly of Wicklow. The flannel 
manufacture flourished there to such an extent, 
that the late Earl Fitiwilliam was induced to 
erect at nn expense of £3,500, an extensive 
market-place called Ihe Flannel Sail. This 
mannfocture gave employment to more than 
lOUO looms, and lo severaj thousands of opera. 
tires in its various branches. In soma years 
after Ihe Union, Ihe manufacture heganrapidly 
lo decline. 
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It ia Bscertained that the 1,000 looms hoi in 
tliRfeu' isaa declined to 400; in laaStoSOOi 
in 1827 to 300; in IB28 to 160; in 1S3U to 
100; and in 1833 to 30 ! And in tiro yoan 
afloriTBrda, there waa nnt a resligB ot this for- 
merly importau I and remuncrittire brnjicb or 
induilr; I 

To rcrort to Dublin. There were at tbo 
time of the Union, engaged in the cotton trade, 
A3 muter miuinracturors, emplojing 14,600 
peraona, at wages o! 40 Bhilllngt a week. They 
iiaie fsllea to 12 employara and 626 operators, 
ludlhawaifes are Dov only |5 ihillings aweek. 

At Ihe Union, the bouery business douriihed 
in Dublin, BalbrlKgan, Cork, Belfaal, Llabnra, 
Clonmel, Limerick, Water/ord, Kilkenny, Car- 
low, Portarlinginn, Maryborough, and «e>eral 
other plooes. But In all those places, the home 
maaafs^Iure is now so iDconsidorable, that this 
brancb of Irish indiiitry may, in Ibe n-ords of 
tbe report, "for oil practical purpoiea be con- 
sidered OS extinct.'' 

To enter into these particulars may appear 
to weaken the effect of the geneTol failure of 
trade, but they mark more strongly its effecla. 
It is bowever useful to revjen- tbe entire manu- 
iactoras of Irelend; for thua it appears, that al 
the pflriod of the Union tbe number of persona 
directly deriving employment from the woollen, 
cotton, and iilk manufactures In Ireland, ex- 

ia a popolation of about/uur miUioia. Al the 
present day, the entire number employed in 
these motiufactureB throughout the kingdom, 
in a papulation oteiglu millioni, does not exceed 



So mucli for that Union yon hare well dn- 
Bcribed as being " aliorlire of good and prolific 
of oril." 

Before I close my brief sketch of the mise- 
ries of which the Union has been so " prolific'' 
to Ireland, let ni leak into the Poor Enquiry 
Reports. For tbe stale of tbo agricultural 
labourers, I must bo content with a few som- 
pks. But I will give them in tbe touching 
language of tbe peasantry thcuuteltes, taken 
' tirandom frnm the Reportsof the Com- 






ofPaorLan 
t shall be from the County of Gal- 

"COtNTlf DF GtLnil. 

"In summer, when unemployed, ive live on 
cabbage and green herbs, with a few polaloee. 
We live for thrive days on the quantity of 
potatoes which wu would, if we could afford il. 






lb la: 



" Those wbo have a plot of early potatoes 
" dig Ibem before they are liidf grown. Ealing 
" these unripe potatoes cause sickness. Many 
" men are put into their graTes by this bud 

I next extract tbe following eriitence o: 
state of the poor in M>ro. 



boiled cabbage, and a little meal ahokan 
through it, witboat a potato to eat along with 
it. May be the women spent two days in 
spinning a pound of flax, and went another 
'dayfi ' ■ 



sell il 
bought lb 



and had 



ay a ehifl they makaij 
" ail Btruggnngio hold a grip of life. 

" In the mountains n( tbe pariah of Coii| 
" when tbe potatoes fail them, theij hlted tl ' 
" caitle and eat ihe boiled blaod, so ' 
" mixed with meal, bui often without 
" same beast has been known to bleed thiw 

A. witness BSTs," Be knew a family this la 
" summer (1634) to have during three daj 
" but one substantial meal o[ potatoes." " 
sajs, ■■ they kept life in them hy picking ^ 
" sbell-fiBh on tbe strand." 

" They fast all the summer." Wben 
commissioners questioned what tbe witoesi 
meant by fasting, he said, " I count il equal Ic 
" fasting when u man and his wife and tovt 
" children hod tn live on a quart of men.' 
" alone of potatoes for 24 hours ; sad I 
" known them to live on ihat.' 

The next thai strikes loy ey 
of tbe slate of the labouring peasantry, di 
the scarce months, aB they are called, ' 
county of LoNQFOKn. 

" They go through the fields and gatHtr Al 
" wild wtedi i Ihei/ boil them tDilh lall, and tlUf 
" iivt oa then, millioul cren a pvlala Ic -■ -• - 
" mil* them." 

The Bev. Mr. O'Brien knew, IUe 
(1834)," two families of labourera 
" in bed all day, aa they said, < to itffit 
" hujtgtr.' They told me that" several of 
" nolghbonra did the same." 

' ' the county of 






" We ai 



.obliged tc 



It tbe 




" when the bli 
" thought most unwholes 
" my God, I know several 
"food far forts-tight haurt." 

The nexi is from Ihe county of Meatu. 

" The only periods in which employment 
" is to be calculated on, are a month in ' '' 
" planting potatoes, a month inharresl, 
"month in autumn digging polotoBa: 
" during other Umos tbe labourers are 
" without oue meal of potatoes in Ihe day. 

*' During the unemployed season, there are 
get food for twentj-fom 



lymcnt 

m 



and il 



dUttt 



Almighty sends from a 
" have diod through themer _ 

My nest Instance a are from tho countjd 

In auEiwer to whether labourers b 
and disabled before othiir people — 

" We are worked harder and wors* Il 
" than the ilares in the colonieo. 

" I onderstand tbay are taken 
" their masters, when they are sick or old. 

" When ire are Bick, we mustdiu on the n 
" if the noiehboura do not ' 
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" Whon tre btc old, ire muit go out to beg, 
" if tlie young ones cannot help ns ; and thai 
" vUl KiOD happen iri lb us all. We are gelling 
" »or»e nud wotw everyday, and the lamUotdi 
" are kicking ui oul of eiiiny lillli holding tec 
" havi. This list Ma; tv/enly-cigkl families 

■ '*■ wiillia as man; again within Rve miles of 

I " Ifilkea. If eumething ii not done Tor thoie 

r " wbo are turned out upon tha world, witlioat 

" a rag upon tliair backs, Gad knows irbat will 

" happen ttaU country. 

" When ire suiTer all theie bardBhipi, is it 

x wonderful our npirits shnald be broken down i 

" Man; is the man who Ibinks himself well 

rl ma; add tUreo eitracta mora from Iba 
Jnonliei of Cork, Donegal, and Tipperary, as 
Iwing tbe shortest Bpecimens of the slate uf 
"~ ~ le counties ; but not the leas emphatic upon 



tracts abovo copied coDlainbstafunt specimen. 

M; lord, I attribute all these evils — the de- 
ca; of trade, the suppression of manafactureSi 
tbe poverty and squalid want of the operatives, 
the desKlulion of the agricultural labourers, — 
all, all to misrule as their principal and abun- 
dant aouroB ; the misrule of a foreign and un. 
genial legislature, ignorant of our wants, and 
without any sympa^y for our sufferings. 

It is not possible for you, at least, lo deny 
thai the mass of our legitlatDrs ars totally 
ignorant of the real afflictions of the Irish peo- 
ple, when you exhibit the strange instance of 
a man who in 1826 thoroughly knew and elo- 
quently licBcribed tbe miseries of tha wretched 
Irish, and who yet in 1841 totally forgot your 
former knowledge on the subject ( declaring 
that those evils were purely imaginary, and 
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CotiNTr OF Gobi. 

" Many formers aro driven b; diatroaa lo 
work themselves and make their sous work, 
who would hava formerly employed labourers. 
Such persona often makatbair children work, 
who would otherwise be saut to scbool. 
" Tha labourers are frequently unable lo 
work, from want of sufficient food. It often 
happens that a labourer has no dinuer lo go 

is from the county of DoNCQii.. 
" In June, July, and Augnst, and aflor tho 
harvest, they are reduced to fewer and scantier 

tbe following from the count; of 

e is not much work for Iha labouring 
froDi May to August ; si this time 
" labourera and even tradesmen can scarcely 
" got one full meal in tha da; j besides they 
■* will often collect coratail, and rapi, and 
" ultiu, and ml thtm." 

The Slate of tbe people as to clathing Is re- 
presented throughout ihu evidence in equally 
distressing terms; lo mulUpl; ex Iracta would 

" Many have no blankets, but make ose of 
" tbe clothea which they wear during tbe day 
" for night covering. 

" Their clothes, or rather raga, ero entirely 
■* InsulBoionI to protect Ihem from the cold. 
' " Tho children are all in rags," &o. 
h I presume, my lord, thai these are they who, 
L ytna tell us, ** would live in a ftappif ignorance 
' of theevilaof which you Ihink they too loudly 
complain, if thoy were less instructed in their 
grierances." 

If Ihsd ihe keeping of your conscienco, I 
would Inflict on you, by way of penance and 
for atonement, Ibe attenliie perDsal of the 
Reportof the ComraiBsioncra of Poor Law " 
qui ry, signed amongst others with the levi 



fanciful description 

What a aage legislator have not tho aiBrtlona 
of the Irish Catholics placed in Ihe aristooralic 

Tell me not that tbe Poor Laws afford u 
remedy. They have been fairly triad in two 
localities,and they are found to be a total failure. 
Besides, they were calculated to relieve only 
80/)0(> persons. How then can they relieve 
three niiUionlf They have thrown a burden 
unendurable In our poverty upon all. Wo 
aretoo poorfor Poor Laws. Tho cslabliahraent 
for administering them costs more tban the 
food and clothing given lo the destitute. The 
machinery for rclier is more expensive than 
tbe relief iiself. 

The great burden of Ihe poor rales falls upon 
tbe occupying inhabitants, thus creating more 
destitution than you relieve. In 1830, I, in a 
letter then published, foretold what traa com- 
ing on. These were mywords. " The landed 
" proprietors of Ireland are reduced to this 
" dilemma ; ther must either have a Repeal of 
" tbe Union or Poor Laws. To one or other 
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), Poor 



peal of Ihe Union. Beyond this alternative 
" thare la aoihinK— the Repeal of the Union 
" or Poor Laws.'' 

Such was m; propheUc warning in 1830. 
The landed gently then refused to join me in 
sufficient numbers to obtain a Repeal of tbe 
Union. My prophecy was verified — Ihe; havo 
got Poor Laws. 

Let me now propbec; again, and I do ao with 
a mournful conviction upon my mind, that if 
tbe Union be not repealed, the burthen of the 
Poor Laws alone upon the occupiers of land 
and of houses in towns, will drive the people 
igoinary and perhaps a successful in 



May the greal God of heaven forbid that it 
iDuld occur! But it will occur, unless good 

inn nnvf rolmlc and fl i spassl Onately JOIQ With 

ful an occurrence, by 
those purposes bat a 



,king away its caui 
Nothing will ansi 
- Repeal of the Union. 
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Lei ma relnrn. I irpeal llial I allrihato all 
Ihe evils of Ireland to Iho misrule accasioited bj 
tbn Union ; tbe >nnihilalian of trade and com- 
merce ; Xhe poverty, Oie deililmion, Ihe mlserj-, 
tho Btarvalioa — wfaileiae ean ne mtribate Iheu 
tal Ireliind lixfi a, soil fertile U> a, proverb, 
capalvle of produciD^^ abuDdant Buatcnauce foi 
four titnes her present popuialion. Sbe hai i 
genial climate, nover parched into barrenness 
b; (he sumtner'a idd — nerer uhillnd into Bterilit; 
lif tbe irintei's Rold. Her perennial greenDcas 
abows a perpBtiial impulse of vegetation. Na- 
ture and notura'a God liuve bailowed on her 
many other good gifLi. She It moat fsTonrably 
ailuated to b* the e&trepnt of the CDmmerco ' 
the European and American world. Situati 
the H-eslem eilrerai^ of Eumpe, she i« 
nearest eosleml^nd'to the Americas. She 
indented wilh spaciuue baji and safe hsrboi 
open at everj hour of tbe tide, and secure from 
ever; wind IliaC blows. Sbe U inlersecled with 
navigable riverm and noble eiluaries, easily 
bringing lier shipping in various directions al- 
most to the centre of the island. Her perennial 
streams, in Ihe fulness and rapidity of their 
iralera, are capable of turning all the wheels of 
Ihe machinery of the British empire. Her 
abundant produce consisti of all the prime 
nedusanea of life, and of many of Its luxuriea. 

Stand out, Earl Shreirsbnry, and toll me how 
;oa acooant for Bach a country being filled 
with wriling and woe i with signs of sorrow, 
and the reality of poverty, destitution, ondstsr- 
valion? The curse of man has bhghled Ihe 
bleuinga of heaven. 

Recollect this truth— we niD not qovehn 



Hut perhaps these evils might occur from the 
depravity of the people ? No, my lord, no. 
A thousand times, no ] Our people havp, it is 
cow avowed, apbysicaliuperioilly amongst the 
nations of the earth. Scotch philosophy — so 
often sneered at — deserves immortality for this 
damonstra^on. Tho Irish people arc brare as 
the bravest — they are generous as the moat 
generous. Wilh them, all the ties of domcslia 
life are bnil togelhev by fidelity and alfection. 
Their domestic morala are exemplary, and 
lauded even by their enemies. They are in- 
dustrious and patient of labour, and search for 
wagM in every region oC the earth. They are 



mnml, tliny are temperate — blessed be God I 
The public houses are deserted, and Ihe allal 
rails ore thronged. But, above ati and befors, 
all, they nre religious. Their religions lidelllT' 
has no parallel on the faco of the globe. They 
have endured revillngs and lorlurings, im- 
poverishmcnlandlmpriionmenl; chains, bl on*, 
and death I But they have noi apostatized, 
nor ceased to be faithful to " the faith their 
fathers held to God." 

Stand forth, Saxon and slranger! And tell 
me whs tho blessings of Providence have been 
blighted? JTAy such a people biivn been af- 
illcled ! IHit/ such a country bus been cursed 
nilhpovertT, destitution, and starvation! Wk 
Earl or 
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H Bepeuler, as yon once nem; and BepMd, 
believo me, is nut remote nor diScolL In spite 
of your Tory allies, faction is intrinaicBlly 
fading in Ireland, and party designalions are 
beginning to give way to the naUonal denomi- 
nation of Irishmen. Delennined as they aro 
upon peaceable, legal, and constilutional conrses 
and no otherii nithent infringing any law of 
man, or violating any command of God; la 
tbe abhorrence of any violation of properly ; 
and in the determination never to shed Olw 
drop of blood in our contest, we stIU "bide 
our time" and watch our opportunity. At- 
tached to the throne by the tie of iaig, and of 
atfectionate TeneraUon for the sovereign, w» 
still know that tbe period cannot be reraotB 
when England will for her own safely want 
the heart as well as the arm of Ireland. And 
sbe ihall have that heart and that arm. But 
Ireland >hall have her own native parliament 
once again. 

A wise minister may easily advise the exer- J 
cise of the royal prerogative; and theparlia- J 
mentor Ireland, which "is not dead bat only I 
sleepeth," may easily awaken in more Ihaa ^ 
isline majesty, and more than by-gone uBlity. ' 
Grattau declared that be hod watched at Ihe 
cradle of Ireland and followed her hearse. Ha 
:koned amongst the illustrious dead. / 
o sound Ihe tri'mpbt fob beb besub- 

DANIEL O'CONNELL, 
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